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TITLE 3—THE PRESIDENT 

PROCLAMATION 3194 

National Day of Prayer, 1957 

BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA 
A PROCLAMATION 

WHEREAS, we are grateful for the 
faith in which our fathers found their 
strength,- and for the hope which has 
guided our Nation from the earliest days; 

and 

WHEREAS, it is a good thing for a 
people unitedly to remember their heri¬ 
tage of spirit, and to refresh themselves 
daily in the Divine Truth which is their 
most precious inheritance; and 

WHEREAS, in our steady drive for en¬ 
during peace among men we must al¬ 
ways seek the aid of the Father of man¬ 
kind ; and 

WHEREAS, the Congress, by a joint 
resolution approved April 17, 1952, has 
provided that the President "shall set 
aside and proclaim a suitable day each 
year, other than a Sunday, as a National 
Day of Prayer, on which the people of 
the United States may turn to God in 
prayer”: 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, DWIGHT D. 
EISENHOWER. President of the United 
States of America, do hereby set aside 
Wednesday, the second day of October 
1957, as a National Day of Prayer; and I 
call upon our citizens, each according to 
his own faith, to unite in prayer and 
meditation on that day. 

In constant dependence upon our Cre¬ 
ator for the spiritual gifts required in the 
conduct of our affairs as individuals and 
as a Nation, let us now ask for wisdom 
and strength to fulfill the high purposes 
for which we are called, seeking the wel¬ 
fare of all peoples through a just and 
lasting peace across the face of the earth, 
bringing happiness to the home of the 
humblest family and to the courts of the 
Almighty. Let us pray with eager ex¬ 
pectation that we may be inspired to 
sacrifice, at home and abroad, to achieve 
a life worthy of the children of God, for 
all men, everywhere. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have here¬ 
unto set my hand and caused the Seal of 
the United States of America to be 
affixed. 


DONE at the City of Washington this 
eighth day of August in the year of our 
Lord nineteen hundred and 
[seal] fifty-seven, and of the Inde¬ 
pendence of the United States 
of America the one hundred and eighty- 
second. 

Dwight D. Eisenhower 

By the President: 

John Foster Dulles, 

Secretary of State. 

)F. R. Doc. 57-6676; Filed. Aug. 12, 1957; 

11:19 a. m.J 

TITLE 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 

\ Docket 6769) 

Part 13 —Digest of Cease and Desist 
Orders 

J. DAVID PAISLEY CO. 

Subpart— Advertising falsely or mis- 
leadingly: § 13.170 Qualities or properties 
of product or service; § 13.190 Results. 
Subpart— Furnishing means and instru¬ 
mentalities of misrepresentation or 
deception: § 13.1055 Furnishing means 
and instrumentalities of misrepresenta¬ 
tion or deception. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U. S. C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 
15 U. S. C. 45) I Cease and desist order, 
J. David Paisley Co., St. Louis, Mo.. Docket 
6769, July 10. 1957) 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging an individual 
seller in St. Louis, Mo., of his “Wonder- 
Vue” sheet of transparent plastic sprayed 
with colored paint designed to be fas¬ 
tened over the viewing screen of a tele¬ 
vision set, with representing falsely in 
circulars and in advertising material 
supplied to dealers that attachment of 
the product “Wonder-Vue" to a black- 
and-white television set would produce 
the same visual effect as a color televi¬ 
sion; and that its use would prevent and 
eliminate eyestrain caused by viewing 
television, and eliminate snow, blurring, 
and haziness from television screens. 

Following approval of an agreement 
between the parties for a consent order, 
the hearing examiner made his initial 
(Continued on next page) 
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thority contained in the Federal Register Act, 
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amended; 44 U. S. C., ch. 8B), under regula¬ 
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the Superintendent of Documents, Govern¬ 
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decision and order to cease and desist 
which became on July 10 the decision of 
the Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered , That respondent J. David 
Paisley, trading under the name of J. 
David Paisley Co., or under any other 
name, and respondent’s representatives, 
agents and employees, directly or through 
any corporate or other device, in con- 
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nection with the offering for sale, sale 
and distribution of a plastic sheet to be 
fastened over the viewing screen of a 
television set, designated as “Wonder- 
Vue,” or any other product of substan¬ 
tially the same characteristics whether 
sold under the same or any other name, 
in commerce, as “commerce” is defined 
in the Federal Trade Commission Act, 
do forthwith cease and desist from: 

A. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation. that by the use of said product: 

1. In connection with the operation of 
a black-and-white television set, said 
television will thereby produce the same 
visual effect as a color television set or 
misrepresenting in any manner the color 
provided by said product when used in 
connection with a television set: 

2. Eye strain caused by viewing tele¬ 
vision will be prevented or eliminated; 

3. Snow, blurring or haziness will be 
eliminated from television screens. 

By “Decision of the Commission”, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 

follows: 

It is ordered , That respondent J. David 
Paisley, an individual trading as J. David 
Paisley Co., shall, within sixty (60 > days 
after service upon them of this order, file 
with the Co mmis sion a report in writing, 
setting forth in detail the manner and 
form in which they have complied with 
the order to cease and desist. 

Issued: June 28, 1957. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary . 

IF. R. Doc. 57-6610; Filed. Aug. 12. 1957; 

8:49 a. m-1 


TITLE 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 

Part 6—Exceptions From the 
Competitive Service 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Effective upon publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, subparagraphs (3) and 
UO) of § 6.310 (1) are amended as set 
out below. 

5 6.310 Department of the In¬ 
terior. • • * 

(1) Office of Territories. • • * 

(3) Chief, Division of Alaskan Affairs 
and Chief, Division of Insular Affairs. 

* « • • • 

(10) One Assistant Director. 

(R. S. 1753. sec. 2. 22 Stat. 403; 5 U. S. C. 631, 
633) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] Wm. C. Hull, 

Executive Assistant. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6596; FUed. Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:47 a. m.] 


Part 6—Exceptions From the 

Competitive Service 

small business administration 
Correction 

In Federal Register Document 57-6444, 
appearing on page 6289 of the issue for 
Wednesday, August 7, 1957, “§ 6.238” 
should be designated “§ 6.328”. 


TITLE 29—LABOR 

Chapter V—Wage and Hour Division, 
Department of Labor 

Part 608— Handkerchief, Square Scarf, 
and Art Linen Industry 

Part 716— Handkerchief, Square Scarf 

and Art Linen Industry in Puerto 

Rico 

Pursuant to section 5 of the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 ( 52 Stat. 1060, as 
amended; 29 U. S. C. 201 et seq.), the 
Secretary of Labor by Administrative 
Order No. 483 (22 F. R. 3757) as amended 
by Administrative Order No. 486 (22 
F. R. 4689) appointed, convened, and 
gave notice of the hearing of Industry 
Committee No. 31-A to recommend the 
minimum wage rate or rates to be paid 
under section 6 (c) of the act to em¬ 
ployees in the Handkerchief, Square 
Scarf, and Art Linen Industry in Puerto 
Rico, who are engaged in commerce or 
in the production of goods for commerce. 

Subsequent to an investigation and a 
hearing conducted pursuant to the no¬ 
tice, the committee filed with the Ad¬ 
ministrator a report containing its find¬ 
ings with respect to the matters referred 
to it. The present wage order for this 
industry is contained in 29 CFR Part 
716. The definition of the industry in 
the new wage order has been editorially 
revised in two minor respects in the first 
sentence by deleting the word “orna¬ 
mental” and substituting the word 
•‘ornamented” in the place thereof and 
by deleting the words “altar clothes” 
and substituting the words “altar cloths” 
in the place thereof. The recommenda¬ 
tions of Industry Committee No. 31-A 
revised the classifications within the in¬ 
dustry and recommended new rates of 
pay for such classifications. It has also 
been found desirable administratively to 
redesignate the wage order for this in¬ 
dustry as Part 608 of Title 29 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations. 

Accordingly, as authorized and re¬ 
quired by section 8 of the act. Reorgani¬ 
zation Plan No. 6 of 1950 (3 CFR, 1950 
Supp., p. 165), and General Order No. 
45-A (15 F. R. 3290>, the recommenda¬ 
tions of this committee are published in 
this amendment to Title 29 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations, to become effec¬ 
tive August 29, 1957, which hereby re¬ 
vokes Part 716 and issues a new Part 608 
to read as follows: 


Sec. 

608.1 Definition of the industry. 

608.2 Wage rates. 

608.3 Notices. 

Authority: §§ 608.1 to 608.3 issued under 
sec. 8, 52 Stat. 1064, as amended: 29 U. S. C. 
208. Interpret or apply sec. 5, 52 Stat. 1062, 
as amended; 29 U. S. C. 205. 

§ 608.1 Definition of the industry. 
The handkerchief, square scarf, and art 
linen industry in Puerto Rico, to which 
this part shall apply, is defined as fol¬ 
lows: The manufacture of plain, scal¬ 
loped. or ornamented handkerchiefs and 
square scarves; the manufacture of art 
linens, including, but not by way of 
limitation, table cloths, luncheon cloths, 
altar cloths, napkins, bridge sets, table 
covers, sheets, pillow cases, and towels; 
and the manufacture of needlepoint on 
canvas or other material. 

§ 608.2 Wage rates, (a) Wages at a 
rate of not less than 26 cents an hour 
shall be paid under section 6 of the Fair 
Labor Standards Act of 1938 by every em¬ 
ployer to each of his employees in the 
handkerchief, square scarf, and art linen 
industry in Puerto Rico who is engaged 
in commerce or in the production of 
goods for commerce and who is engaged 
in the hand-sewing classification which 
is defined as the operations of hand¬ 
sewing as well as hand-embroidering, 
hand-embellishing, ornamental stitch¬ 
ing. and similar operations involving 
decorative effects: Provided , however , 
That mending, repairing, sewing of 
labels, tacking, and similar operations on 
articles which are otherwise wholly ma¬ 
chine-sewn shall not be included. 

(b) Wages at a rate of not less than 
51 cents an hour shall be paid under 
section 6 of the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938 by every employer to each 
of his employees engaged in commerce 
or in the production of goods for com¬ 
merce and who is engaged in the other 
operations classification which is defined 
as all operations in the handkerchief, 
square scarf, and art linen industry in 
Puerto Rico other than those operations 
in the hand-sewing classification of this 
industry. 

§ 608.3 Notices . Every employer sub¬ 
ject to the provisions of § 608.2 shall post 
in a conspicuous place in each depart¬ 
ment of his establishment where em¬ 
ployees subject to the provisions of 
§ 608.2 are working such notices of this 
part as shall be prescribed from time to 
time by the Administrator of the Wage 
and Hour Division of the United States 
Department of Labor and shall give such 
other notice as the Administrator may 
prescribe. 

Signed at Washington, D. C.. this 8th 
day of August 1957. 

C. T. Lundquist, 
Acting Administrator. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6608; Filed, Aug. 12. 1957; 

8:49 a. m.] 
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TITLE 14—CIVIL AVIATION 

Chapter II—Civil Aeronautics Administration, Department of Commerce 


[Arndt. 30) 

Part 609—Standard Instrument Approach Procedures 

PROCEDURE ALTERATIONS 


The standard instrument approach procedures appearing hereinafter are adopted to become effective when indicated 
in order to promote safety. Compliance with the notice, procedures, and effective date provisions of section 4 of the 
Administrative Procedure Act would be impracticable and contrary to the public interest, and therefore is not required. 
Part 609 is amended as follows: 


Note: Where the general classification (L/MFR, ADP, VOR, TerVOR, VOR/DME, US, or RADAR), location, and procedure number 
(if any) of any procedure in the amendments which follow, are identical with an existing procedure, that procedure is to be substituted 
for the existing one, as of the effective date given, to the extent that it differs from the existing procedure: where a procedure is cancelled, 
the existing procedure is revoked; new procedures are to be placed in appropriate alphabetical sequence within the section amended! 


1. The low or medium frequency range procedures prescribed in § 609.100 (a) are amended to read in part: 

LFR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, heading, courses and radials arc magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are In feet MSL. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances arc in nautical 
miles unless otherwise Indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be In accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of Civil Aeronautics. Initial approaches shall be 
made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation In the particular area or os set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 


2-englne or less 

More than 
2-engino, 
more than 
65 knots 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Baton Rouge VOR.........._. ........ 

BTR-LFR... 

Direct 

1500 

T-dn-....... 

C-dn.. 

S-dn-13. 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

aoo-H 

50<M»x 
400 1 
800-2 







A-dn. 

800-2 







Procedure turn W side NW ers, 299 Outbml, 119 Inbnd, 1W within 10 ml. Beyond 10 mi NA. 

Cts and distance, facility to air(K>rt, 120—2.9. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, TOO'. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing min Imams or If landing not accomplished within 2.9 ml, climb to 1500' on SE ers (119) within 20 ml 
or when directed by ATO, turn left and climb to 1500' on N£ ers (054) within 20 mi. 

Note: ADF approach NA. 

City, Baton Rouge; State, La; Airport Name, Ryan: Kiev, TO'; Fnc Class, BMRLZ; Ident, BTR; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 7; EfT date, 7 Sept 57; Sup Arndt No. 6: Dated, 

12 Mar 55 


Little Rock VOR. 

LIT-LFR. 

Direct 

1300 

1000 

T-dn 

300-1 

500-1 

500-1 

300-1 

000-1 

500-1 

800-2 

Keo FM (Final). 

LIT-LFR. 

Direct. _ 

C-dn 




S-dn-32. 





A-dn.. 

800-2 



500-1 

800-2 


Procedure turn E side SE era. 133 Outbnd, 313 Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 1000'. 

Cra and distance, facility to airport, 315—3.3. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.3 miles turn left, climb to 3200' on NW ers within 
20 miles, or when directed by ATC, (1) turn right, climb to 1500* on NK era within 20 mi, or (2) turn left, climb to 1800' and proceed direct to LOM. 

Note: Not less than 300-1 authorized for take-ofT on runways 18, 32, 30. 


City, Little Rock; State, Ark; Airport Name. Adams; Elev, 257'; Fac Class, SBRAZ; Ident, LIT; Procedure No. 1, Amdl 13; EfT Date, 7 Sept 57; Sup Amdt No. 12; Dated, 

7 Jan 50 

2. The very high frequency omnirange procedures prescribed in § 609.100 (c) are amended to read in part: 


VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 


Bearings, headings, courses and radial^ are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are In nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute niUes. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the al>ove tyue is conducted at the below named airport. It shall be In accordance with the following Instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach Is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of Civil Aeronautics. Initial approaches shall bo 
made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond w ith those established for en route operation In the particular area or as sot forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englne or less 

More than 

3-cngino. 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Baton Rouge LFR. 

BTR-VOR.. .. 

Direct_ 

1500 

T-dn 

300-1 

800-1 

800-1 

800-2 

300-1 
, 800-1 
800-1 
800-2 

200-14 
800-14 
800-2 
800-2 




C-d. 

C-n. 

A-dn. 



Procedure turn 8 side of ers, 244 Outbnd, 064 Inbnd, 1200' within 10 ml. Beyond 10 ml NA. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach cra, 900\ 

Cra and distance, facility to airport, 064—7.0. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 7.6 ml, climb to 1100' on R-064 within 20 mi., or 
when directed by ATO, turn right, climb to 2U00' on K-085. 

City, Baton Rouge; State, La; Airport Name, Ryan; F.lov, 70'; Fac Class, BVOR; Ident, BTR; Procedure No. 1, Amdt 2; F.ff Date, 7 Sept 57; Sup Amdt No. 1; Dated, 8 Jan 55 
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TOR Standard IssnrM*5T Approach Proctdcre—C ontinued 


Transition 

Celling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-englne, 
more titan 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Billings LFR_...._............ _ ir - 

RTL-VOR_ 

Direct_ 

5300 

T-dn*._. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

Fark City FM_ .... 

BPL-VOR _ _ 

Direct_ 

5300 

C-dn- 

400-1 

600-1 

600-1 14 





8-<tn-8.. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn_ 

8U0-2 

800-2 

800-2 


•Tukc-ofY below 300-1 prohibited on all runways except 0-27. 

Procedure turn S aide era. 250 Outbnd, 070 Inbnd, SaOC/ within 10 rnL NA beyond 10 ml. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 4700'. 

Cr<? and distance, facility to airport, 070—3.2. 

If visn&l contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.2 mi. climb to 5200' on R-055 within 20 mi. 
Caution: 4183' msl tower 2.7 mi 8E of uirport. 


City, Billings; State, Mont; Airport Name, Logan Field; Elev, SGPi'; Fat Class, BVOR; Ident, BIL; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 5; Ell Date, 7 Sept 57; Sap Arndt No. 4; Dated, 

3 Aug 57 


Little Rock LFR 

LIT-VOR. 

Direct. 

1300 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

200 -14 

Km, KM_ _ 

LIT-VOR (Final).—.— 

Direct_ 

1000 

C-dn._ 

500-1 

600-1 

(W0- \H 





S-dn-32. 

500-1 

600-1 

600-1 






Adn—....- 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn E side crs, 134 Outbnd, 314 Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude otct facility on filial approach ers, 1000'. 

Crs and distance, facility to nirport, 314—3.8. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimum* or if landing not accomplished within 3.8 miles, turn left, climb to 3200' on R-295 within 
20 miles, or when directed by ATC, (1> Pirn riirhl to 100° M. intercept and climb be lSOty on R-055 within 20 mi or (2) torn left, cltmb to IfHJO' and proceed direct to LOM. 
Am Carrier Note: Not leas than 300-1 authorized for takc-otl on Runway 18 , 33, 36. 

Cily, Little Rock; State, Ark; Airport Name, Adams; Elev, 257'; Fac Class, BVOR; Ident, LIT; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 4; EfI Date, 7 Sept 57; Sup Arndt No. 3; Dated, 

7 Jan 56 






T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

20044 





C-dn. 

600-1 

600-1 

0004*4 





S-dn-rny 30. 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 





A-dn_ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Pmrednre trim E side SE crs, 110 Outbnd, 290 Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles. 
Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1000'. 

Crs and distances, facility to airport, 290—6.3. 

If visual contact not established upoi 

20 miles. 


upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 6.3 miles, turn left and climb to 2000' on R-110 within 


City, Merced; State, Calif; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev, 155'; Fac Class, VORW; Ident, MER; Procedure No. I, Arndt 1; EfI Date, 7 Sept 57; Sup Arndt No. Orig; Dated, 

12 Feb 55 


3. The instrument landing system procedures prescribed in § 609.400 are amended to read in part: 

IL9 Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 


Bearings, headings, courses and radlals are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes arc in feet MSL. Ceilings are in fleet above airport elevation. Distances arc in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are In statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted In accordance with a ditlerent procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of Civil Aeronautics. Initial approaches shall be 
made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation In the particular urea or us set forth below. 



Transition 



* 

Celling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 

distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engino. 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Baton Rouge T.FR _ _ 

T.O\f _ 

Direct_ 

1200 

1500 

T-dn. 

300-! 
400-1 

300-*» 

400-1 

GOO-2 

800-2 

300-1 

600-1 

300-44 

400-L 

600-2 

800-2 

200-14 

600-1*4 

300 -H 

400-1 

600-2 

800-2 

Baton Rouge VOR.. 

LOM. . 

Direct. 

C-dn. 



S-dn-13; 

ILS. 

ADF_ 

A-dn: 

ILS_ 

ADF_ 


Procedure turn W side of NW crs, >306 Outbnd, 126 Inbnd, 1200' within 10 ml. Beyond 10 ml NA. 

Minimum altitude at O. S. int inbnd 1200' ILS, minimum altitude over LOM inbnd final TOO' ADF. 

Cm and distance, LOM to air|>ort, 126°—3.8. 

Altitude of G. S. and distance to approach end of ruy at OM 1200—3.8, at MM 240—0.5. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or If landing not accomplished within 3.8 ml after passing LOM (ADF) climb to 1500' on 
SE crs ILS (126) within 20 miles, or when directed by ATC, turn left, climb to 2000' on R-085 BTR VOR, or turn left, climb to 1500' on NE (054) crs BTR LFR. 

Note: 4004i required when glide slope not utilized. Approach lights not installed. 

City, Baton Rouge; State, La; Airport Name, Ryan; Elev, 70'; Fac Class. ILS-IBTR; Ident, LOM-BT; Procedure No. ILS-13, Arndt 3, Comb ILS and ADF; Ell Date, 

7 Sept 57; Sup Arndt No. Proc No. I, Arndt 2; Dated, 12 Mar 55 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 

1LS Standard Instrument Approach raocEDunu —Continued 



Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minlmums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-ongino. 
more than 
66 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
66 knots 

BTR-LFR.- T _ 

Creole Inti_ _ _ 

Direct. _ . 

1500 

1500 

1500 

900 

T-dn 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

600-1 

400-1 

800-2 

200-«£ 
500-1 1 j 
400-! 
800-2 

BTR-VOR... 

Croole Int#........... 

Direct 

C-dn. 

8-dn-31 

Int SE cre 1L9 and BTR R-114. 

Amite Int*..... 

Direct .. 

Amite Int__ __ _... 

Creole Int# (Final).......... 

Direct__ 

A win 






Procedure turn E side SE ere, 125 outbnd, 306 inbnd, 1400' within 10 mi of Creole Int. NA beyond 10 ml. 

No glide slope. 

Minimum altitude over Croole Int. 900'. 

Cre and distance. Creole Int to airport, 306—1.3. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized binding minimumsor If landing not accomplished within 4.3 
ers ILS within 10 mi of LOM, or when directed by ATC, turn right, climb to 1600' on R-040 within 20 ml, or turn left, climl 
ICreole Int: Int 8E cre DTK ILS and 085 rad. BTR VOR. 

•Amite Int: Int SE cre BTR ILS and 095 rad. BTR VOR. 


Oily, Baton Rouge; State, La; Airport Name, Ryan; Kiev. 70'; Fac Class, ILS; Ident, IBTR; Proeedure No. ILS-3I, Orlg; Eff Date, 7 Sept 57 


BIL VOR.... 

LOM... 

Direct_......._ 

5300 

T-dn* 

300-1 

300-1 

300-t< 

BIL LFR. 

LOM.. 

Direct_......... 

6300 

H-dn 

400-1 

500-1 

500-1)* 

Park City FM. 

LOM. 

Direct 

5300 

S-dn-9#: 

Litvina FM. 

LOM. 

Direct .. 

6000 

1L8 

300-^ 






ADF . 

400-1 

.v * i 4 

400-1 

800-*£ 

400-1 





A-dn: 








ILS. 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 





ADF. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Takeoff below 300-1 prohibited on all runways except 9-27. 

#400-1 required with glide slope inoperative. 

Procedure turn 9 side of cre, 275 Outbnd, 095 Inbnd, 5300' within 10 miles. NA beyond 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at O. 8. int inbound. 5000' ILS; minimum altitude over LOM inbnd final 4800' ADF. 

Altitude of G. S. and distance to approach end of my at OM 4965-4.0: at MM 3815-0.6. If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mlnlmums 
or if landing not accomplished within 4.0 miles of LOM, climb to 5200' on E cre B1L-LFR within 20 miles. 

Note: Approach lights not installed. 

Caution: Standard clearance over obstructions not provided on ADF final approach (terrain 3805' M8L at BIL VOR). 4183' msl tower 2.7 ml SE of airport. 

City, Billings; State, Mont; Airport Name, Logan Field; Elev, 3612^; Fac Class, IL3-BIL; Ident, tOM-BI; Procedure No. ILS-9, Arndt 2, Comb ILS-ADF; Eff Date, 7 Sept 

57; Sup Arndt No. Proc No. I, Amdt 1; Dated, 2 Mar 57 


ml after passing Creole Int, climb to 1300' on N’ W 
b to 1500'to BTR VOR on R OM. 


Little Rock LFR.. 

Little Rock VOR. j. 

Lakeside Int___ 

City Int. 

Malvern Int.. 

M able vale Int ILS_ 

Mablevale Int ADF.. 

Bauxite Int. 


LOM_ 

Direct. 

1800 

T-dn ... 

300-1 

300-1 

LOM. 

Direct. 

1800 

C-dn 

500-1 

000-1 

LOM. 

Direct 

1800 

S-dn-4- 

LOM. 

Direct . . 

1800 

ILS 

3004$ 

300”4^ 

LOM. 

Direct. 

1800 

ADF 

500-1 

600-1 

LOM (Final). 

Direct. 

1800 

A-dn: 

LOM (Final). 

Direct_...._ 

1300 

ILS 

600 2 

600 2 

SW cre ILS or 040° bmg to LOM. 

010-2.3.. 

1800 

ADF. 

800-2 

800-2 



30Mi 

600-1 


600.2 

800-2 


Procedure turn N side 8W ers, 220 Outbnd. 040 Inbnd, 1800' within 10 mi. (Non-standard due to traffic.) 

Minimum altitude at O. 8. int inbnd, IW ILS, minimum altitude over LOM Inbnd final 1300' ADF, over LMM# inbnd final OO^ ADF. 

#ADF descent below 900' NA unless MM or LMM received. 

Altitude of G. 8. and distance to approach end of my at OM 1800—4.6, at MM 500—0.6. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mlnlmums or if landing not accomplished within 4.6 mi of LOM (ADF) climb to 1800' on NE ers 
ILS (040) within 20 miles, or when directed by ATC. (1) turn right, climb to 1600' and proceed to VOR or LFR, or (2) turn right, climb to 1500' on R-055 within 20 mi. 
Note: No approach lights. 300-1 required for take-off Runways 18-36-32. 500-1 required when G-S not used. 

City, Little rock; State, Ark.; Airport*Name, Adams Field; Elev., 257'; Fac Class, IL8-ILIT; Ident. LOM-LI; Procedure No. ILS-4, Amdt 2. Comb ILS and ADF; Eff 

Date, 7 Sept 57; Sup Amdt No. 1; Dated, 4 Jul 56 

These procedures shall become effective on the dates indicated on the procedures. 

(Sec. 205, 52 Stat. 984, as amended; 49 O. S. C. 425. Interpret or apply sec. 601, 62 Stat. 1007, as amended; 49 D. S. C. 551) 


[SEAL] 

August 7, 1957. 


James T. Pyle, 

Administrator of Civil Aeronautics. 

(P. R. Doc. 57-6633; Piled, Aug. 12. 1957; 9:27 a. m.] 


TITLE 38—PENSIONS, BONUSES, 
AND VETERANS’ RELIEF 

Chapter I—Veterans Administration 

Part 4—Dependents and Beneficiaries 
Claims 

GENERAL 

Section 4.145 Is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 4.145 General. Payment of benefits 
on behalf of a person who is mentally 
incompetent or who is a minor (other 
than a person who has been discharged 
from the military forces of the United 
States or a minor widow) will be made 
to a duly appointed fiduciary: Provided, 


That where the total amount payable on 
behalf of a child or children who are 
in the custody of the widow or the 
mother does not exceed $100 for each 
child, payment will be made to the widow 
or the mother as legal custodian without 
reference to the Chief Attorney. (See 
§ 13.200 of this chapter.) 

(Sec. 5. 43 Stat. 608, as amended, sec. 2, 46 
Stat. 1016, sec. 7. 48 Stat. 9; 38 U. S. C. 11a, 
426.707) 

This regulation is effective August 13, 
1957. 

[seal] John S. Patterson, 

Deputy Administrator . 

[P. R. Doc. 57-6597; Piled, Aug. 12. 1957; 
8:47 a. m.J 


TITLE 42—PUBLIC HEALTH 

Chapter I—Public Health Service, 
Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare 

Subchapter F—Quarantine, Inspection, Licensing 

Part 71— Foreign Quarantine 
YELLOW FEVER; DISINSECTING VESSELS AND 

aircraft; importation of dogs, cats, 

AND MONKEYS 

Notice of proposed rule making hav¬ 
ing been published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister on January 23, 1957 (22 F. R. 429). 
and consideration having been given to 
all relevant matters presented, the 
amendments to this part set out below 
are hereby adopted. 



























































































Tuesday, August 13, 1957 


FEDERAL REGISTER 
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1. Section 71.1 is amended to read as 

follows: 

§ 71.1 Definitions . As used in this 
part, terms shall have the following 

meaning: 

(a) Certificate of vaccination. Cer¬ 
tificate of vaccination or revaccination 
against cholera, smallpox or yellow fever 
conforming with the rules and models 
prescribed by the International Sanitary 
Regulations. 

(b) Communicable disease. An ill¬ 
ness due to an infectious agent or its 
toxic products which is transmitted di¬ 
rectly or indirectly to a well person from 
an affected person, animal, or arthropod 
(including insecta and arachnida) or 
through the agency of an intermediate 
host, vector or the inanimate environ¬ 
ment. 

(c) Contamination. The presence of 
undesirable substance or material which 
may contain pathogenic microorganisms. 

(d) Day . A period of 24 hours. 

(e) Deratting Certificate . A certifi¬ 
cate issued with respect to a vessel by 
the competent health authority for a 
port, in the form prescribed by the In¬ 
ternational Sanitary Regulations, re¬ 
cording the inspection and deratting of 
the vessel. 

(f) Deratting Exemption Certificate. 
A certificate issued with respect to a ves¬ 
sel by the competent health authority 
for a port, in the form prescribed by the 
International Sanitary Regulations, re¬ 
cording the inspection and exemption 
from deratting of the vessel which has 
a negligible number of rodents on board. 

(g) Disinfection. The act of render¬ 
ing anything free from the causal agents 
of disease. 

(h) Disinfestation. The act of de¬ 
stroying the vectors of a communicable 

disease. 

(i) DisUisecthig. The act of destroy¬ 
ing insects or other arthropod vectors of 
a communicable disease. 

(j) Immunity. The condition of be¬ 
ing protected against a particular dis¬ 
ease, either as a result of artificial immu¬ 
nization or through a previous attack of 
the disease in question. 

<k) Incubation period. The period 
between the implanting of disease or¬ 
ganisms in a susceptible person and the 
appearance of clinical manifestations 
of the disease. 

(1) Infected local area. A local area 
(as defined in the International Sanitary 
Regulations) where: 

(1) There is a nonimported case of 
cholera or smallpox; or 

(2) There is a nonimported case of 
Plague, or there is plague infection 
among rodents; or 

(3) There is a nonimported case of 
yellow fever, or there is activity of yellow 
fever virus in vertebrates other than 
man; or 

(4) There is an epidemic of typhus 
or relapsing fever. 

(m) Infected person. Any person who 
is suffering from a quarantinable disease 
or who is considered by the medical offi¬ 
cer in charge to be infected with such 
a disease. 

(n) Infestation. The condition of 
harboring vectors. 


(o) International Sanitary Regula¬ 
tions. The International Sanitary Reg¬ 
ulations (World Health Organization 
Regulations No. 2) adopted by the 
Fourth World Health Assembly on May 
25, 1951. 

(p) Infected vessel or aircraft. See 
under particular quarantinable diseases 
in Subpart F of this part. 

(q) Isolation. (1) When applied to a 
person or group of persons, the separa¬ 
tion of that person or group of persons 
from other persons, except the health 
staff on duty, in such a manner as to 
prevent the spread of infection. 

(2) When applied to animals, the sep¬ 
aration of an animal or group of ani¬ 
mals from other animals or vectors of 
disease in such manner as to prevent the 
spread of infection. 

<r) Medical officer in charge. The 
medical officer of the Public Health Serv¬ 
ice responsible for the application of 
these regulations at a designated place 
or in a designated area. 

(s) Port under the control of the 
United States. Any seaport or airport 
in the United States, its territories or 
possessions other than the Canal Zone. 

(t) Pratique. A certificate issued by 
a quarantine officer releasing or provi¬ 
sionally releasing a vessel or aircraft 
from quarantine. 

*<u) Quarantine. The detention of a 
person, vessel, aircraft or other convey¬ 
ance, animal or thing, in such place and 
for such period of time as may be speci¬ 
fied in the regulations in this part. 

(v) Quarantine officer. A medical of¬ 
ficer or other specially trained employee 
assigned to quarantine duty by the Sur¬ 
geon General. 

(w) Quarantinable diseases. The 
specific communicable diseases: Cholera, 
plague, relapsing fever, smallpox, typhus, 
and yellow fever. 

(x) Relapsing fever. Louse-borne re¬ 
lapsing fever. 

(y) Rodents. Gnawing mammals 
capable of transmitting or harboring 
quarantinable diseases. 

(z) Surgeon General. The Surgeon 
General of the Public Health Service. 

(aa) Surveillance. The temporary 
supervision of a person who has been re¬ 
leased from quarantine by the medical 
officer in charge upon the condition that 
he will submit himself to further medical 
examination or inquiry as required. 

(bb) Suspect. A person who is con¬ 
sidered by the medical officer in charge 
as having been exposed to infection by a 
quarantinable disease and to be capable 
of spreading that disease. 

<cc) Suspected vessel or aircraft. See 
under particular quarantinable diseases 
in Subpart F of this part. 

(dd) Typhus. Louse-borne typhus. 

(ee) Valid. (1) With respect to a De¬ 
ratting Certificate or Deratting Exemp¬ 
tion Certificate issued for a vessel, a cer¬ 
tificate issued by the competent health 
authority for a port not more than 6 
months before presentation of the Cer¬ 
tificate to the quarantine officer, or if the 
vessel is proceeding to a port designated 
or approved for the issuance of such 
Certificates, not more than 7 months 
before such presentation. 

(2) With respect to a certificate of 
vaccination, a certificate presented with¬ 


in the applicable period of immunity pre¬ 
scribed in § 71.3. 

(ff) Vector . An animal (including in¬ 
sects), plant, or thing which conveys or 
is capable of conveying pathogenic or¬ 
ganisms from a person or animal to an¬ 
other person or animal. 

(gg) Yellow fever receptive area. An 
area where the yellow fever virus does 
not exist but where Aedes aegypti or any 
other domiciliary or peri-domiciliary 
vector of yellow fever is present and de¬ 
velopment of the disease, if introduced, 
would thus be possible. 

2. Section 71.9 is amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 71.9 Listing of infected and recep¬ 
tive areas. Each medical officer in 
charge shall maintain an accurate list¬ 
ing of (a) ports and other areas infected 
with quarantinable or other communi¬ 
cable diseases, and (b) yellow fever re¬ 
ceptive areas. 

3. Section 71.90 is amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 71.90 Yellow fever; vessels and air¬ 
craft; classification. For the purpose of 
applying sanitary and quarantine meas¬ 
ures against the spread of yellow fever: 

(a) An infected vessel means a vessel 
which has on board on arrival or which 
during its voyage had on board a case of 
yellow fever. 

(b) An infected aircraft means an air¬ 
craft which has on board on arrival a 
case of yellow fever. 

(c) A suspected vessel means a vessel 
which has left a yellow fever infected 
local area within 6 days prior to arrival 
or which arriving within 30 days after 
leaving such area has Aedes aegypti on 
board. 

(d) A suspected aircraft means an air¬ 
craft which has left an airport situated 
in a yellow fever infected local area 
bound for a yellow fever receptive area in 
the United States if on arrival the quar¬ 
antine officer is not satisfied that it was 
adequately disinsected before departure 
from such area or in flight and finds live 
mosquitoes on board. 

(For disinsecting requirements for air¬ 
craft and vessels see §§71.102 and 
71.103.) 

4. Subpart G is amended to read as 
follows: 

Subpart G— Sanitary Inspection: Con¬ 
trol of Rodents, Insects, and Other 
Vermin; Distinction 
Sec. 

71.101 General provisions. 

71.102 Disinsecting of aircraft. 

71.103 Disinsecting and disinfesting vessels. 

71.104 Disinsecting and disinfesting of per¬ 

sons and things; vessels and 
aircraft. 

71.105 Deratting Certificates: Deratting Ex¬ 

emption Certificates; vessels only. 

71.106 Deratting: aircraft only. 

71.107 Issuance of Deratting Certificates and 

Deratting Exemption Certificates: 
approved and designated stations. 

71.108 Vessels and aircraft in Intercoastal 

and interstate traffic. 

71.109 Application of sanitary measures. 

Authority: {$ 71.101 to 71.109 issued un¬ 
der sec. 215, 58 Stat. 690; 42 U. S. C. 216. 
Interpret or apply secs. 361-369, 58 Stat. 
703-706; 42 U. S. C. 264-272. 
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§ 71.101 General provisions. Vessels 
or aircraft arriving at a port under the 
control of the United States from a for¬ 
eign port shall be subject to sanitary in¬ 
spection to ascertain whether there 
exists rodent, insect, or other vermin in¬ 
festation, contaminated food or water, 
or other insanitary condition requiring 
measures for the prevention of the intro¬ 
duction, transmission, or spread of com¬ 
municable disease. (For sanitary meas¬ 
ures with respect to border traffic see 
§ 71.140.) 

§ 71.102 Disinsecting of aircraft} (a) 
The following aircraft shall be disin- 
sected: 

(1) An infected aircraft as defined in 
§ 71.90. 

(2) An aircraft that has left a local 
area that is infected with yellow fever or 
an area that is infected with other in¬ 
sect-borne communicable disease, if it 
has not been adequately disinsected be¬ 
fore arrival. 

(3) An aircraft that has left any for¬ 
eign airport where Aedes aegypti exists 
and arrives at an airport under the con¬ 
trol of the United States that has been 
freed of Aedes aegypti, if it has not been 
adequately disinsected before arrival. 

(b) The medical officer in charge shall 
accept prearrival disinsecting as ade¬ 
quate if after inspection he determines 
that such disinsecting has been effective, 
and the insecticide and disinsecting 
methods meet the following require¬ 
ments: 

(1) The insecticide shall be Insecti¬ 
cidal Aerosol G-382, G-651, G-1152, or 
G—1029, the formulas of which are given 
below, or an insecticide found by the 
Surgeon General of the Public Health 
Service, upon application by an inter¬ 
ested person, to be substantially as effec¬ 
tive as these aerosols: 

Formulas roa Insecticidal Aerosols: 0-382, G-051, 
0-1152, and 0-1029 


Percent by weight 


Component 

High pres¬ 
sure aerosols 

Medium pres¬ 
sure aerosols 

G-382 

G-651 

G-1152 

0-1029 

Pyrethrum extract (20 per¬ 





cent pyrethrins). 

5.0 

6.0 

5.0 

6.0 

DDT. 

3.0 

2.0 

3.0 

2.0 

Cyclohexanone. 

5.0 


5.0 


Lubricating oil (SAE 30).. 

2.0 


2.0 


Aromatic |>etrolt‘um deriv¬ 





ative solvents: 





(Velsicol A R<50 or Socony 





Vacuum 5440). 


&0 


6.0 

(Velsicol A R50 or Socony 




Vacuum 544C). 




2.0 

Triehlorofluoromethane 




(Frcon-11 or Gcnetron- 





11). 



25.5 

25.2 

1) ich lorod i fl uoromet bane 



(Freon-12 or Genetrou- 





12). 

85.0 

810 

59.5 

58.8 


1 At airports where the hazard of introduc¬ 
ing disease-carrying Insects exists, it is the 
policy of the United States Public Health 
Service to conduct “entomological surveil¬ 
lance” of the airport area. This surveillance 
consists of periodic entomological surveys 
carried on by entomologists or trained repre¬ 
sentatives for the purpose of the early detec¬ 
tion and prompt eradication of any insect of 
public health importance which may un¬ 
knowingly have been introduced by aircraft. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

(2) The insecticide shall be dispensed 
in the amount of not less than 5 grams 
for each 1,000 cu. ft. of enclosed space in 
the aircraft, and shall be released or 
sprayed throughout all accessible com¬ 
partments. 

(3) Disinsecting may be accomplished 
either while the aircraft is on the ground 
before take-off from the last airport be¬ 
fore arrival in the United States, or after 
departure from such airport (for com¬ 
partments accessible in flight). In.no 
case shall disinsecting be accomplished 
later than 30 minutes before the first 
landing at a United States port. 

(4) The ventilation system shall be 
stopped and all openings to the exterior 
kept closed while the insecticide is being 
released or sprayed, and for a period of 
at least 3 minutes thereafter. If disin¬ 
secting is accomplished on the ground 
before take-off, the ventilation system 
may be opened at the end of such period, 
provided the system is equipped with 
filters or other means for preventing 
entry of insects into the aircraft; but 
doors, windows, or other such openings 
to the exterior shall be kept closed until 
after the take-off, except to permit per¬ 
sons applying the insecticide to debark. 

(c) An infected or suspected aircraft 
as defined in § 71.90, or any other aircraft 
subject to disinsecting under this sectipn 
w'hich the medical officer in charge 
has reason to believe presents a special 
hazard of introduction of insect vectors, 
shall be kept tightly closed on arrival; 
disinsecting shall be accomplished before 
discharge of passengers, crew, mail, bag¬ 
gage, cargo, or other material; and no 
person except quarantine officials shall 
be allowed on board until disinsecting is 
completed. 

§ 71.103 Disinsecting and disinfest¬ 
ing vessels —(a) Disinsecting (yellow 
fever), (l) The following vessels shall 
be disinsected: 

(1) An infected vessel as defined in 
§ 71.90. 

(ii) A vessel arriving from a yellow 
fever infected local area, if it has not 
been adequately disinsected before ar¬ 
rival. 

(iii) A vessel that has left a port where 
Aedes aegypti exists and arrives at a 
port under the control of the United 
States that has been freed of Aedes 
aegypti, if it has not been adequately 
disinsected before arrival. 

(2) In a yellow fever receptive area 
infected vessels shall be moored at least 
400 meters from the land until disinsect¬ 
ing required by this paragraph is com¬ 
pleted. Other vessels that are required 
to be disinsected under this paragraph 
shall be so moored when deemed neces¬ 
sary by the medical officer in charge to 
prevent the introduction of vectors of 
yellow fever. 

(3) The medical officer in charge shall 
accept prearrival disinsecting as ade¬ 
quate if after inspection he determines 
that such disinsecting has been effective, 
and the insecticide and disinsecting 
methods meet the requirements specified 
for aircraft in § 71.102 (b), except that 
the ventilation system shall be stopped 
and all openings to the exterior kept 
closed for a period of at least 15 minutes 


after the insecticide is released or 
sprayed. 

(b) Disinfesting (general). A vessel 
may be disinfested on arrival if the medi¬ 
cal officer in charge considers disinfesta¬ 
tion necessary to prevent the spread of 
infection or for the destruction of insects 
and other vermin capable of transmitting 
communicable disease. 

§ 71.104 Disinsecting and disinfec¬ 
tion of persons and things ; vessels and 
aircraft. The person, effects, and bag¬ 
gage of any vermin infested person ar¬ 
riving aboard a vessel or aircraft shall 
be disinsected and, if necessary in the 
judgment of the medical officer in charge, 
disinfected. 

5 71.105 Deratting Certificates: De- 
ratting Exemption Certificates; vessels 
only. If a valid Deratting Certificate or 
Deratting Exemption Certificate is not 
produced with respect to any arriving 
vessel the medical officer in charge shall: 

(a) If he is satisfied that the vessel is 
free of rodents or is kept in such a con¬ 
dition that the number of rodents on 
board is negligible, issue a Deratting Ex¬ 
emption Certificate. 

(b) If he is satisfied that a Deratting 
Exemption Certificate should not be is¬ 
sued with respect to such vessel, require 
the deratting of the vessel. When de¬ 
ratting has been completed to the satis¬ 
faction of the medical officer in charge, 
he shall issue a Deratting Certificate. 

§ 71.106 Deratting: aircraft only. An 
aircraft may be deratted in exceptional 
circumstances of an epidemiological na¬ 
ture when the medical officer in charge 
suspects the presence of rodents on 
board. 

§ 71.107 Issuance of Deratting Certifi¬ 
cates and Deratting Exemption Certifi¬ 
cates: approved and designated stations. 
In accordance with Article 17 of the In¬ 
ternational Sanitary Regulations, all 
quarantine stations of the Public Health 
Service are approved and designated for 
the issuance of Deratting Certificates 
and Deratting Exemption Certificates. 

§ 71.108 Vessels and aircraft in inter- 
coastal and interstate traffic. Vessels 
and aircraft in traffic between ports 
under the control of the United States 
shall be subject to sanitary inspection as 
described in § 71.101, when arriving from 
a port infected or suspected of being in¬ 
fected with quarantinable disease or 
when illness on board indicates unsatis¬ 
factory sanitary conditions. 

§ 71.109 Application of sanitary meas¬ 
ures. The sanitary measures prescribed 
by § 71.68 and Subpart F of this part 
shall be applicable after sanitary inspec¬ 
tions made pursuant to this subpart. 

5. Section 71.154 is amended to read as 
follows: 

5 71.154 Dogs, cats , and monkeys —(a) 
Definitions. As used in this section and 
§ 71.155, the term: 

(1) “Confinement" means restriction 
of an animal Ijy the owner or his agent 
to a building or other enclosure in isola¬ 
tion from other animals and from per¬ 
sons except for contact necessary for its 
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care, or, if it is allowed out of such en¬ 
closure, muzzling the animal and keeping 
it on a leash. 

(2) ‘‘Dog’* includes all domestic and 
wild members of the dog family (Cani- 

dae). 

(3) “Cat” includes all domestic and 
wild members of the cat family (Felidae). 

(4) “Monkey’* includes all monkeys 
and such other Primates as lemurs, ba¬ 
boons, and chimpanzees. 

(5) “United States” means the con¬ 
tinental United States, its territories, and 
possessions (other than the Canal Zone). 

(6) “Zoological park” means a place, 
premises, or an establishment maintained 
for the exhibition of live animals for 
recreational or educational purposes. 

(b) General requirements —(1) In¬ 
spection by quarantine officer. All dogs, 
cats, and monkeys brought into the 
United States from any foreign country 
shall be inspected by the quarantine of¬ 
ficer at the port of arrival. Only ani¬ 
mals in which no evidence of communi¬ 
cable disease (see § 71.1 (b)) is revealed 
shall be admitted. 

(2) Examination by veterinarian ; de- 
tention of animals. When a dog, cat, or 
monkey does not appear to be in good 
health on arrival (i. e., it has such symp¬ 
toms as emaciation, lesions of the skin, 
nervous system disturbances, jaundice, 
or diarrhea), the medical officer in charge 
may give the owner or his agent an op¬ 
portunity to call in a licensed veterin¬ 
arian to examine the animal and give 
or arrange for any tests or treatment 
indicated. The medical officer in charge 
will consider the findings of any such 
examination and tests in determining 
whether the animal may have a com¬ 
municable disease. The owner shall 
bear the expense of such examination, 
tests, and treatment. When it is- nec¬ 
essary to detain an animal pending 
determination of its admissability, the 
owner or his agent shall provide satis¬ 
factory detention facilities which in the 
judgment of the medical officer in 
charge will afford protection against 
the existence of a health hazard. The 
owner or his agent shall bear the ex¬ 
pense of such detention. Detention shall 
be accomplished at the port of arrival, 
except that the Chief of the Division of 
Foreign Quarantine of the Public Health 
Service may issue instructions specifying 
control measures under which animals 
may be shipped to their destination 
pending determination of their admissi¬ 
bility. 

(3) Report of sickness or death ; ex¬ 
posed animals, (i) A record of sickness 
or death of dogs, cats, or monkeyr en 
route to the United States shall be made 
by the person responsible for care of 
the animals^and shall be submitted to 
the quarantine officer at the port of ar¬ 
rival. Animals sick or dead while en 
route or on arrival shall be separated 
from other animals as soon as discov¬ 
ered, and held pending any necessary ex¬ 
amination as determined by the medical 
officer in charge. 

<ii) When a dog, cat, or monkey ap¬ 
pears healthy but, during shipment, has 
been exposed to a sick or dead animal 
suspected of having a communicable 
disease, the exposed animal shall be ad- 
No. 156-2 
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mitted only if tests or other examination, 
made at a time when infection with 
communicable disease could be deter¬ 
mined, reveals no evidence that the ani¬ 
mal may be infected with such disease. 
The provisions of subparagraph (2) of 
this paragraph shall be applicable to 
such tests or other examination. 

(4) Sanitation. When the quarantine 
officer finds that the cages or other con¬ 
tainers of dogs, cats, or monkeys arriving 
in the United States are in an insanitary 
condition that may constitute a health 
hazard: 

(i) The animals shall not be admitted 
in such containers unless the owner or 
his agent has the containers cleaned; 
and 

<ii) The quarantine officer shall report 
the matter to the customs officer for in¬ 
vestigation pursuant to customs regula¬ 
tions regarding importation of animals 
under inhumane or unhealthful condi¬ 
tions (19CFR 12.26 (k)). 

(c) Dogs only; rabies vaccination. (1) 
Rabies vaccination is required for a dog 
that is brought into the United States, 
unless: 

(1) The animal is a wild member of the 
dog family, in which case it may be ad¬ 
mitted but for at least six months after 
admission the owner or his agent shall 
restrict it to a building or other en¬ 
closure in isolation from other animals 
and from persons except for contact 
necessary for its care, or 

(ii) For the six months before arrival 
the dog has been only in a country de¬ 
termined by the Public Health Service to 
be rabies-free; : or 

(iii) The owner submits evidence satis¬ 
factory to the quarantine officer that the 
dog is destined for a zoological park, or 
that it is destined for a research estab¬ 
lishment and vaccination would seriously 
interfere with its use for scientific in¬ 
vestigation; or 

(iv) The dog on arrival is less than 
three months of age, in w’hich^case it 
may be admitted but shall be placed in 
confinement, and the owner shall certify 
that the dog will be vaccinated at three 
months of age and remain in confine¬ 
ment for at least one month following 
vaccination. 

(2) Vaccination shall be accomplished 
with nervous-tissue vaccine more than 
one month but not more than 12 months 
before the dog’s arrival, or with chicken- 
embryo vaccine more than one month 
but not more than 36 months before ar¬ 
rival. 

(3) Where vaccination is required, the 
dog shall be accompanied by a valid cer¬ 
tificate of rabies vaccination. This cer¬ 
tificate shall: (i) Identify the dog, (ii) 
be signed by a licensed veterinarian, and 
(iii) specify that such veterinarian vac¬ 
cinated the dog with “nervous-tissue” 
vaccine or with “chicken-embryo” vac¬ 
cine, on a stated date within the respec¬ 
tive time limits provided in subparagraph 
(2) of this paragraph. 


* A current list of rabies-free countries may 
be obtained from the Surgeon General, Pub¬ 
lic Health Service, Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, Washington 25, D. C.. 
Attention: Chief, Division of Foreign Quar¬ 
antine, or from Public Health Service Quar¬ 
antine Stations at United States ports. 
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(4) If a dog that is subject to vaccina¬ 
tion arrives without a valid certificate of 
rabies vaccination, it shall not be ad¬ 
mitted until it has been vaccinated (ex¬ 
cept as provided in subparagraph (5) of 
this paragraph). The owner shall ar¬ 
range for and bear the expense of this 
vaccination. Upon admission the dog 
shall be placed in confinement for at 
least 30 days. 

(5) If a dog arrives with a certificate 
which is valid except that vaccination 
was received less than one month before 
arrival, the dog may be admitted but 
shall be placed in confinement until at 
least 30 days have elapsed since vac¬ 
cination. 

(6) In no case will vaccination be rec¬ 
ognized if performed on a dog less than 
three months of age. 

(d) Dogs and cats; special provisions. 
Notwithstanding other provirions of this 
section, if a dog or cat comes from a 
locality having a high incidence of rabies 
and under conditions otherwise indicat¬ 
ing that a special hazard of rabies intro¬ 
duction is present, it shall be subject to 
such additional requirements, or to ex¬ 
clusion, as may be found necessary by 
the medical officer in charge, and ap¬ 
proved by the Chief of the Division of 
Foreign Quarantine of the Public Health 
Service, to prevent the introduction of 
rabies. However, any such dog that has 
been vaccinated after the age of 3 
months as provided in paragraph (c) of 
this section shall be admitted after 30 
days have elapsed since vaccination, if 
inspection of the animal following this 
period has revealed no evidence of com¬ 
municable disease. 

(e) Monkeys only ; measures regard¬ 
ing yellow fever. (1) Monkeys arriving 
from or having passed through a yellow 
fever infected local area, or an area in 
which there is reason to suspect the 
existence of yellow fever virus, shall be 
admitted only if inspection of the ani¬ 
mals reveals no sign of yellow fever, 
and there is evidence satisfactory to the 
medical officer in charge that: 

(1) At least nine days have elapsed 
following their departure from the last 
such area contacted, or 

(ii) They arrive in a mosquito-proof 
structure, and have been kept in such 
a structure for at least nine days imme¬ 
diately before arrival, or 

(iii) They have an effective immuni¬ 
zation against yellow fever. 

(2) All openings of the structure re¬ 
ferred to in subparagraph (1) of this 
paragraph shall have either: 

(i) Coverings of mosquito-proof mate¬ 
rial in two layers at least one inch apart, 
or 

(ii) An outer covering of mosquito- 
proof material and an inner covering or 
barrier with sufficiently small openings, 
and sufficiently offset from the outer cov¬ 
ering, to prevent mQnkeys from extend¬ 
ing any part of the body to within less 
than one inch of the outer covering. 

For purposes of this paragraph “mos¬ 
quito-proof material” shall be wire 
screen or other material substantially as 
resistant to mechanical injury. It shall 
have not less than 18 wires or strands 
per inch each way or substantially the 
equivalent thereof as specified in instruc- 
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tions issued by the Chief of the Division 
of Foreign Quarantine. 

(f) Dogs, cats , and monkeys in tran¬ 
sit. The provisions of this section shall 
apply to dogs, cats, and monkeys shipped 
through the United States from one for¬ 
eign country to another, except as pro¬ 
vided below: 

(1) Animals that appear healthy, but 
have been exposed to a sick or dead ani¬ 
mal suspected of having a communicable 
disease, need not undergo tests or other 
examination as provided in paragraph 
(b) (3) of this section if conditions of 
their transportation will afford adequate 
protection to the United States against 
introduction of communicable disease. 

(2) Rabies vaccination is not required 
for dogs that are shipped by airplane or 
ship and are retained in custody of the 


carrier under conditions preventing in¬ 
troduction of rabies. 

6. Section 71.155 is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 71.155 Dogs, cats, and monkeys; 
disposal of excluded animals . A dog, cat, 
or monkey excluded from the United 
States under the regulations in this part 
shall be exported or destroyed. Pending 
exportation it shall be detained under 
customs’ custody at the port of arrival 
at the owner’s expense. In an area where 
Aedes aegypti is present, monkeys not 
meeting requirements of paragraph (e) 
of § 71.154 shall be detained in a mos¬ 
quito-proof structure as described in that 
paragraph, pending disposal. 

7. Section 71.605 (a) is amended to 
read as follows: 


(a) Every port, and the area within 
the perimeter of every airport, shall be 
kept free from Aedes aegypti in its larval 
and adult stages. 

(Sec. 215, 58 Stat. 690, 42 U. S. C. 216. In¬ 
terpret or apply secs. 361-369, 58 Stat. 703- 
706; 42 U. S. C. 264-272) 

Effective date: These amendments 
shall become effective 30 days after pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register. 

Dated: August5,1957. 

[seal] W. P. Dearing, 

Acting Surgeon General. 

Approved: August 7,1957. 

M. B. Folsom, 

Secretary. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-6606; Piled, Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:48 a. m.J 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 1004 1 

[Docket No. AO-271-A2] 

Milk in Central Arizona Marketing 
Area 

DECISION WITH RESPECT TO PROPOSED MAR¬ 
KETING AGREEMENT AND PROPOSED ORDER 

AMENDING ORDER 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U. S. C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure, as amended, governing pro¬ 
ceedings to formulate marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR 
Part 900), a public hearing was con¬ 
ducted at Phoenix, Arizona, on March 
12-14, }957, pursuant to notice thereof 
issued on February 20, 1957 (22 F. R. 
1088). 

Upon the basis of the evidence intro¬ 
duced at the hearing and the record 
thereof, the Acting Deputy Adminis¬ 
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service, 
on July 3, 1957, filed with the Hearing 
Clerk, United States Department of 
Agriculture, his recommended decision 
and opportunity to file exceptions there¬ 
to which was published in the Federal 
Register on July 10, 1957 (22 F. R. 4855). 

Within the period reserved therefor, 
interested parties filed exceptions to cer¬ 
tain of the findings, conclusions and 
actions recommended by the Deputy Ad¬ 
ministrator. In arriving at the findings, 
conclusions and regulatory provisions of 
this decision, each of such exceptions 
was carefully and fully considered in 
conjunction with the record evidence 
pertaining thereto. To the extent that 
the findings, conclusions and actions de¬ 
cided upon herein are at variance with 
any of the exceptions, such exceptions 
are overruled. 

To the extent that suggested findings 
and conclusions proposed by interested 
parties are inconsistent with the findings 
and conclusions contained herein, the 


specific or implied request to make such 
findings and reach such conclusions is 
denied on the basis of the facts found 
and stated in connection with the con¬ 
clusions herein set forth. 

The material issues, findings and con¬ 
clusions and the general findings of the 
recommended decision (22 F. R. 4855: 
F. R. Doc. 57-5571) are hereby approved 
and adopted as the material issues, the 
findings and the conclusions of this de¬ 
cision as if set forth in full herein subject 
to the following revision: 

After the 5th complete paragraph in 
column 2, 22 F. R. 4860 insert the follow¬ 
ing: 

Since the expansion of the marketing 
area will bring under regulation at least 
one plant not previously regulated, the 
order should provide for the assignment 
of bases to dairy farmers shipping to such 
plant who will become producers on the 
effective date of the amended order. 
These producers should be assigned bases 
equal to those which they would have 
earned had the plant to which they de¬ 
liver their milk been subject to regulation 
during the entire base-forming period. 
The market administrator therefore shall 
determine bases for these producers by 
dividing their total deliveries to such 
plant during the months of August 
through November 1957 by the num¬ 
ber of days, not to be less than 90, of 
each such producer’s delivery during the 
four months even though such plant was 
not regulated for the entire period. 

Marketing agreement and order. An¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof 
are two documents entitled, respectively; 
“Marketing Agreement Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in the Central Arizona 
Marketing Area’’, and “Order Amending 
the Order Regulating the Handling of 
Milk in the Central Arizona Marketing 
Area’’, which have been decided upon as 
the detailed and appropriate means of 
effectuating the foregoing conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered, That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the Federal 
Register. The regulatory provisions of 


said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the order as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached order which will be published 
with this decision. 

Referendum Order; Determination of 
Representative Period; and Designa¬ 
tion of Referendum Agent 

It is hereby directed that a referendum 
be conducted to determine whether the 
issuance of the attached order amending 
the order regulating the handling of milk 
in the Central Arizona marketing area, is 
approved or favored by the producers, 
as defined under the terms of the order, 
as hereby proposed to be amended, and 
who, during the representative period 
were engaged in the production of milk 
for sale within the aforesaid marketing 
area. 

The month of June 1957 is hereby de¬ 
termined to be the representative period 
for the conduct of such referendum. 

Max M. Morehouse is hereby desig¬ 
nated agent of the Secretary to conduct 
such referendum in accordance with the 
procedure for the conduct of referenda to 
determine producer approval of milk 
marketing orders, as published in the 
Federal Register on August 10, 1950 (15 
F. R. 5177), such referendum to be com¬ 
pleted on or before the 15th day from the 
date this decision is issued. 

Issued at Washington, D. C., this 7th 
day of August 1957. 

[seal] True D. Morse. 

Acting Secretary. 

Order 1 Amending the Order Regulating 
the Handling of Milk in the Central 
Arizona Marketing Area 

§ 1004.0 Findings and determinations. 
The findings and determinations herein¬ 
after set forth are supplementary and 


1 This order shall not become effective un¬ 
less and until the requirements of $ 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov¬ 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 
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in addition to the findings and determi¬ 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such find¬ 
ings and determinations may be in con¬ 
flict with the findings and determinations 
set forth herein 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record . Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U. S. C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketi ng a gree- 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900 >, a public hearing was held upon 
certain proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order regulating the handling of milk 
in the Central Arizona marketing area. 
Upon the basis of the evidence intro¬ 
duced at such hearing and the record 
thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
act. are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk in the said marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the order 
as hereby amended, are such prices as 
will reflect the aforesaid factors, insure 
a sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of in¬ 
dustrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held; 

(4) All milk and milk products han¬ 
dled by handlers, as defined in the order 
as hereby amended, are in the current 
of interstate commerce or directly 
burden, obstruct, or affect interstate 
commerce in milk or its products; and 

(5) It is hereby found that the neces¬ 
sary expense of the market administra¬ 
tor for the maintenance and functioning 
of such agency will require the payment 
by each handler, as his pro rata share of 
such expense, 4 cents per hundredweight 
or such amount not to exceed 4 cents 
per hundredweight as the Secretary may 
prescribe, with respect to all skim milk 
and butterfat contained in (i) producer 
milk (including such handler’s own 
production), (ii) other source milk in 
pool plants which is allocated to Class 
I. and (iii) Class I milk disposed of in 
the marketing area by nonpool plants. 

Order relative to handling. It is there¬ 
fore ordered, that on and after the ef¬ 
fective date hereof, the handling of milk 
in the Central Arizona marketing area 
shall be in conformity to and in com¬ 
pliance with the terms and conditions 
of the aforesaid order, as hereby amend¬ 
ed. and the aforesaid order is hereby 
amended as follows: 
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The provisions of the proposed mar¬ 
keting agreement and order ahiending 
the order contained in the recommended 
decision issued by the Acting Deputy 
Administrator, Agricultural Marketing 
Service, on July 3, 1957, and published 
in the Federal Register on July 10, 1957 
(22 F. R. 4855; Doc. 57-5571), shall be 
and are the terms and provisions of this 
order, as if set forth in full herein sub¬ 
ject to the following revision: 

Delete § 1004.90 and substitute the 
following: 

§ 1004.90 Computation of daily aver - 
age base for each producer. Subject to 
the rules set forth in § 1004.91, the daily 
average base of each producer shall be 
calculated by dividing the total pounds 
of milk received from such producer at 
all pool plants during the months of Au¬ 
gust through November immediately pre¬ 
ceding by the number of day from the 
first day of delivery by such producer 
during such month to the last day of 
November, inclusive, or by 90, which- 
ecer is more: Provided, That for each 
person who became a producer on the 
effective date of* this order by virtue of 
the plant to which such person delivers 
his milk having become a pool plant on 
the effective date of this order, a base 
shall be computed on the deliveries of 
such person to such plant during the 
period August 1 to November 30, 1957, in 
the same manner as if such person had 
been a producer for the entire period, 
and the plant to which he delivers his 
milk had been a pool plant for the entire 
period. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-6598; Filed, Aug. 12, 1957; 

8:47 a. m.J 


Commodity Stabilization Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 730 ] 

Rice 

NOTICE OF FORMULATION OF REGULATIONS 
RELATING TO FARM ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 
AND NORMAL YIELDS FOR THE 1958 CROP 

Pursuant to the authority contained in 
the applicable provisions of the Agricul¬ 
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 


amended (7 U. S. C. 1301, 1352. 1353, 
1354, 1377), the Secretary is preparing 
to formulate and (contingent upon a 
national marketing quota proclamation 
for the 1958 crop of rice) issue marketing 
quota regulations for the establishment 
of farm rice acreage allotments and 
normal yields for the the 1958 crop of 
rice. 

It is expected that the regulations per¬ 
taining to farm acreage allotments and 
normal yields for the 1958 crop of rice 
will be substantially the same as those 
for the 1957 crop of rice (21 F. R. 8423. 
22 F. R. 1710), except where changes are 
necessary for further clarification. The 
Secretary has under consideration, how¬ 
ever. a basic change in the method of 
determining the farm and producer base 
acreages used in the establishment of 
acreage allotments. Under the regula¬ 
tions for 1957 and prior years the aver¬ 
age of the rice acreage for the producer 
or farm, as applicable, for the preceding 
five years was the principal consideration 
in determining the producer or farm 
base acreage. The change under con¬ 
sideration for 1958 would provide that 
the 1957 rice acreage allotment for the 
producer or farm, as applicable, sub¬ 
ject to adjustment by the ASC county 
committee to provide equitable base 
acreages for all producers or farms, as 
applicable, in accordance with the stat¬ 
utory factors for establishnig acreage 
allotments, would become the producer 
or farm base acreage for 1958. 

Prior to the issuance of such regula¬ 
tions, consideration will be given to any 
data, views or recommendations pertain¬ 
ing thereto which are submitted in writ¬ 
ing to the Director, Grain Division. Com¬ 
modity Stabilization Service, United 
States Department of Agriculture. Wash¬ 
ington 25, D. C. All submissions must be 
postmarked not later than fifteen days 
from the date of -publication of this 
notice in the Federal Recister in order to 
be considered. 

Issued this 7th day of August 1957. 

[seal] Walter C. Berger, 

Administrator. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6626; Filed. Aug. 12, 1957; 

8:52 a. m-1 
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket Nos. 0-11190, G-11266[ 

Alfred C. Glass ell, Jr., and Texas Gas 
Transmission Corp. 

NOTICE OF APPLICATIONS 

August 7,1957. 

Take notice that Texas Gas Transmis¬ 
sion Corporation (Texas Gas), having its 
principal place of business at 416 West 
Third Street, Owensboro, Kentucky, filed 
on October 19, 1956, an application, pur¬ 
suant to section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, 
for a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing the construc¬ 
tion and operation of a gas purchase 


meter station and approximately 0.4 
mile of 4-inch pipeline from Chacahoula 
Field, Lafourche Parish, Louisiana to the 
20-inch Thibodaux lateral pipeline of 
Texas Gas in order to purchase and re¬ 
ceive natural gas produced by Alfred C. 
Glassell, Jr. (Glassell) in said Chaca¬ 
houla Field. 

The estimated total cost of the facili¬ 
ties proposed to be constructed by Texas 
Gas is $20,600, which will be financed 
from cash on hand. 

Alfred C. Glassell, Jr., an independent 
producer with offices in the First City 
National Bank Building, Houston, Texas, 
filed on October 4, 1956, an application 
for a certificate of public convenience 
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and necessity pursuant to section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act. authorizing the 
above-described sale of gas to Texas Gas 
pursuant to a gas purchase contract 
dated September 17. 1956, covering the 
production from the Leo Rogers, et al. 
tract—78 acres in the SE Quarter, of 
Section 57, Township 15 South, Range 
15 East; and the Adams, et al. tract— 
10 acres in the Southwest Quarter of 
Section 57, Township 15 South, Range 
15 East, all in Lafourche Parish, Louisi¬ 
ana. Said contract provides for the de¬ 
livery at Texas Gas* proposed purchase 
meter station in the field of a contract 
quantity of 5,720 Mcf of natural gas and 
a minimum quantity of 4,000 Mcf at 
15.025 psia and provides for an initial 
price of 20 cents per Mcf plus one cent 
gathering tax. 

The production and gathering facilities 
of Glassell proposed to be used, for which 
a certificate is requested, include the 
well equipment, separator and tie line 
to the delivery point with Texas Gas. 

Applicants allege that the gas which 
is the subject of this proceeding will be 
transported through the facilities of 
Texas Gas in interstate commerce. 

The above applications are on file 
with the Commission and open for public 
inspection. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington 25. D. C., in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before 
August 27, 1957. 

f seal] Joseph H. Gutrtde, 

Secretary. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-6588; Filed, Aug. 12, 1957; 

8:45 a. m.J 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

[Anadarko Area Office Redelegation Order 1, 
Arndt. 41 

Chief, Branch of Minerals, Osage 
Agency 

redelegation of authority with respect 
to leasing for oil and gas mining 

Order 1, as amended, is further 
amended by the addition of a new part 
to read as follows: 

Part 3— Authority of Specifically 
Designated Employees 

functions relating to lands and 
minerals 

Section 3.350 Leasing for oil and gas 
mintiig. The Chief, Branch of Minerals, 
Osage Agency, may exercise the author¬ 
ity of the Superintendent set forth in 
25 CFR 180.26, 180.46 (a) and 180.46 (c). 
The authority delegated in this section 
does not include: 

1. The approval of the schedule of 
bids accepted by the Osage Tribal Coun¬ 
cil following a sale of oil leases and gas 
leases conducted in conformity with the 
provisions of § 180.39. 


Any action taken under this section is 
subject to the right of appeal to the 
Superintendent. 

Raymond H. Bitney, 
Acting Area Director . 

Approved: August-7, 1957. 

W. Barton Greenwood, 

Acting Commissioner. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-6586; Filed, Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:45 a. m.J 


Bureau of Land Management 

(Document No. 156J 
Arizona 

order providing for opening of public 
lands 

August 6. 1957. 

1. Pursuant to authority delegated by 
Document No. 43 Arizona, effective May 
19, 1955 (20 F. R. 3514-15), the follow¬ 
ing described lands situated in Cochise 
County, Arizona, that were reconveyed to 
the United States under the provisions 
of the act of June 28,1934 (48 Stat. 1269) 
as amended June 26. 1936 (49 Stat. 1976, 
43 U. S. C. 315g) in Arizona State Ex¬ 
change Application, Serial No. AR-09436, 
are hereby opened and classified for dis¬ 
posal in furtherance of a Federal land 
adjustment program: 

Gila and Salt River Meridian 

T. 12 S., R. 27 E. 

Sec. 26; 8 %. 

The area described totals 320 acres 
of public lands. 

2. The lands will be opened to entry 
under the public land laws but not in¬ 
cluding the mining and mineral leasing 
laws, effective as of the date of this 
order. This opening is made in further¬ 
ance of an exchange under section 8 of 
the act of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1272; 
43 U. S. C. 315g) as amended, by which 
the offered lands will benefit a Federal 
land program. Therefore, this restora¬ 
tion is not subject to the provisions con¬ 
tained in the act of September 27, 1944 
(58 Stat. 747; 43 U. S. C. 279-84) as 
amended, granting future preference 
rights to veterans of World War n, the 
Korean conflict, and others. 

3. No application for these lands will 
be allowed under the homestead, desert 
land, small tract, or any other non-min¬ 
eral public land law. Any application 
that is filed will be considered on its 
merits and the lands will not be subject 
to occupancy or disposition until they 
have been classified and the application 
allowed. 

4. Inquiries concerning the lands 
should be addressed to the Manager, 
Phoenix Land Office, P. O. Box 148, 
Phoenix, Arizona. 

Eugene H. Newell, 

Lands and Minerals 
Staff Officer. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-6601; Filed, Aug. 12, 1957; 

8:48 a. m.J 


Bureau of Reclamation 

Newlands Project, Nevada 
order of revocation 

June 20,1957. 

Pursuant to the authority delegated by 
Departmental Order No. 2765 of July 30, 
1954 (19 F. R. 5004), I hereby revoke 
Departmental Orders of April 23, 1909 
and July 24, 1926, insofar as said orders 
affect the following described lands ; pro¬ 
vided, however, that such revocation 
shall not affect the withdrawal of any 
other lands by said orders or affect any 
other orders withdrawing or reserving 
the lands hereinafter described: 

Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada 

T. 26 N.. R. 24 E.. 

Sec. 7. lot 1; 

Sec. 25. 


The above areas aggregate 640.02 
acres. 


E. G. Nielsen, 
Assistant Commissioner. 
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August 7,1957. 

I concur. 

Lot 1 of sec. 7 is withdrawn as a part 
of the Winnemucca National Wildlife 
Refuge by Proclamation No. 2416 of July 
25, 1940. The lands are also within an 
application for withdrawal filed by the 
Department of the Navy for use as an 
aerial gunnery range. Applications for 
the lands, other than lot 1 of section 7, 
will therefore be suspended in accord¬ 
ance with the regulations in 43 CFR 
295.10 until action on the withdrawal 
application has been taken. 

Subject to the segregative effect of the 
withdrawal application, the non-refuge 
lands shall, at 10:00 a. m., on September 
12, 1957, become subject to application, 
petition, location, and selection, subject 
to valid existing rights, the provisions of 
existing withdrawals, the requirements 
of applicable laws, and the 91-day pref¬ 
erence-right filing period for veterans 
and others entitled to preference under 
the act of September 27, 1944 (58 Stat. 
747; 43 U. S. C. 279-284) as amended. 

Inquiries concerning the lands shall 
be addressed to the Manager, Land Of¬ 
fice, Bureau of Land Management, Reno, 
Nevada. 

Edward Woozley, 
Director , 

Bureau of Land Management. 


[F. R. Doc. 57-6587; Filed. Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:45 a. m.J 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

(Docket No. 7912] 

Free Baggage Allowances and Excess 
Baggage Charges 

notice of oral argument 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Civil Aeronautics Act 
of 1938, as amended, that oral .argument 
in the above-entitled proceeding is as¬ 
signed to be held on September 11, 1957, 
at 10:00 a. m., e. d. s. t., in Room 5042, 








Tuesday, August 13, 1957 

Commerce Building. Constitution Ave¬ 
nue. between 14th and 15th Streets NW„ 
Washington, D. C., before the Board. 

Dated at Washington, D. C. f August 8, 
1957. 

[seal! Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner. 

|F. R. Doc. 57-6007; Plied, Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:49 a. m.) 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pile No. 70-3601] 

Standard Shares, Inc. 

ORDER AUTHORIZING EXTENSION OF BANK 
LOAN FOR ONE YEAR 

JULY 22, 1957. 

Standard Shares, Inc. (“Standard 
Shares’*), a registered holding company, 
in the process of conversion into an in¬ 
vestment company, has filed a declara¬ 
tion. pursuant to sections 6 (a) and 7 
of the Public Utility Holding Company 
Act of 1935 (“act”). 

Standard Shares proposes, pursuant to 
a loan extension agreement, to issue a 
promissory note in the amount of 
$1,250,000 to The Hanover Bank of New 
York to mature July 29, 1958, with in¬ 
terest at the prime commercial rate on 
the date of issuance. The company will 
have the right at any time to prepay all 
or any part of the loan without premium. 

The company states that it is in the 
best interests of the company’s stock¬ 
holders and its operation as an invest¬ 
ment company to extend the loan for 
another year rather than to pay it off at 
its present maturity. This loan will be 
Standard Shares’ only indebtedness out¬ 
standing. 

Due notice of the filing of said declara¬ 
tion having been given in the manner 
prescribed by Rule U-23 under the act 
(Holding Company Act Release No. 
13510), and no hearing having been re¬ 
quested of, or ordered by, the Commis¬ 
sion; and the Commission finding that 
the applicable provisions o{ the act and 
the rules promulgated thereunder are 
satisfied, and that no adverse findings 
are necessary, and deeming it appro¬ 
priate in the public interest and the in¬ 
terest of investors and consumers that 
said declaration should be permitted to 
become effective forthwith, subject to 
the terms and conditions prescribed in 
Rule U-24 promulgated under the act: 

It is ordered , Pursuant to Rule U-23 
and the applicable provisions of the Act, 
that said declaration be, and the same 
hereby is, permitted to become effective 
forthwith, subject to the terms and con¬ 
ditions prescribed in Rule U-24. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] ORVAL L. DUBOIS, 

Secretary . 

(P. R. Doc. 57-6589; Piled, Aug. 12, 1957; 

8:45 a. m.J 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

[Pile No. 70-2945 etc.] 

Ohio Valley Electric Corp. et al. 

THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER RELEASING 

JURISDICTION OVER CERTAIN FEES AND 

EXPENSES 

July 24,1957. 

In the matter of Ohio Valley Electric 
Corporation, Indiana-Kentucky Electric 
Corporation et al.; File Nos. 70-2945, 
70-3106, 70-3320 and 70-3368. 

The Commission on November 7, 1952 
issued its Findings and Opinion and 
Order (Holding Company Act Release 
No. 11578) granting and permitting to 
become effective a joint application- 
declaration, filed pursuant to sections 6, 
7, 9,10, and 13 of the Public Utility Hold¬ 
ing Company Act of 1935 (“act”) and 
Rules U-90, U-91 and U-100 thereof, by 
American Gas and Electric Company 
(“American Gas”), a registered holding 
company, and its subsidiary service com¬ 
pany, American Gas and Electric Service 
Corporation (“Service Corporation”); 
The West Penn Electric Company (“West 
Penn Electric’*), a registered holding 
company; Ohio Edison Company (“Ohio 
Edison”) a public utility company and a 
registered holding company; The Cin¬ 
cinnati Gas & Electric Company, a public 
utility company and an exempt holding 
company; Louisville Gas and Electric 
Company, a public utility company and 
an exempt holding company; Kentucky 
Utilities Company, a public utility com¬ 
pany and an exempt holding company; 
Ohio Valley Electric Corporation 
(“OVEC”) and Indiana-Kentucky Elec¬ 
tric Corporation (“IKEC”), the latter 
two companies then being new utility 
companies organized for the purpose of 
providing power for an atomic energy 
installation to be located at or near 
Portsmouth, Ohio. 

This order was issued in respect of a 
program involving (1) the issuance and 
sale by IKEC of not in excess of 100,000 
shares of its common stock, without par 
value, and the acquisition thereof by 
OVEC at a price of $200 per share, (2) 
the issuance and sale by OVEC of not 
in excess of 200,000 shares of common 
stock. $100 par value, and the acquisition 
thereof at par by the above-named com¬ 
panies (excluding Service Corporation) 
and four utility companies not subject to 
the act, and (3) the extension to OVEC 
and IKEC of certain services to be 
rendered by Service Corporation. 

The Commission, on July 27, 1953, is¬ 
sued its Memorandum Opinion and Order 
(Holding Company Act Release No. 
12077) granting and permitting to be¬ 
come effective a joint application-decla¬ 
ration filed pursuant to sections 6, 7, 9, 
12 (f > and 12 (g) of the act and various 
Rules thereunder including U-50 and 
U-100 filed by the above-named com¬ 
panies (excluding Service Corporation) 
and three public utility subsidiaries of 
American Gas, i. e., Appalachian Electric 
Power Company (“Appalachian”), The 
Ohio Power Company (“Ohio Power”), 
and Indiana & Michigan Electric Com¬ 
pany (“Indiana & Michigan”), and three 
public utility subsidiaries of West Penn 
Electric, i. e., Monongahela Power Com¬ 
pany (“Monongahela”), The Potomac 
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Edison Company (“Potomac Edison”) 
and West Penn Power Company (“West 
Penn Power”), and a public utility sub¬ 
sidiary of Ohio Edison, i. e., Pennsylvania 
Power Company. 

The Memorandum Opinion and Order 
of July 27, 1953 was issued in respect of 
proposals relating to (1) the issuance 
and sale by IKEC of not in excess of 
$230,000,000 principal amount of First 
Mortgage Bonds and the acquisition 
thereof by OVEC; (2) the issuance by 
OVEC of not in excess of $360,000,000 
principal amount of First Mortgage and 
Collateral Trust Bonds and the sale 
thereof to 39 institutional investors; (3) 
the issuance by OVEC of not in excess of 
$60,000,000 principal amount of unse¬ 
cured notes and the sale thereof to finan¬ 
cial institutions, including 12 banks; (4) 
the issuance by OVEC of not in excess of 
$8,000,000 principal amount of “Sub¬ 
ordinated Notes” and the acquisition 
thereof by the companies indentifled in 
the preceding paragraph and four public 
utility companies not subject to the act; 
and (5) the execution by the several ap¬ 
plicant-declarant companies of certain 
contracts and agreements relating to the 
financing and operation of the project. 

The Commission on December 21, 1954 
issued its Order (Holding Company Act 
Release No. 12752) granting and per¬ 
mitting to become effective an applica¬ 
tion-declaration pursuant to sections 6 
(a) (2) and 7 of the act by OVEC regard¬ 
ing a reduction in the rate of interest on 
the notes, issued and to be issued, and on 
the subordinated notes to be issued. 

The Commission on May 25, 1955 is¬ 
sued its Memorandum Opinion and 
Order (Holding Company Act Release 
No. 12909) granting and permitting to 
become effective an application-declara¬ 
tion filed by OVEC: American Gas and 
its three public utility subsidiaries, Ap¬ 
palachian, Ohio Power, and Indiana & 
Michigan; West Penn Electric and three 
of its public utility subsidiaries, Monon¬ 
gahela, Potomac Edison, and West Penn 
Power; Ohio Edison and its subsidiary. 
Pennsylvania Power Company; The 
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Company; 
Kentucky Utilities Company; and Louis¬ 
ville Gas and Electric Company; pursu¬ 
ant to sections 6 (a) (2) ,6 (b), 7 (e) and 
12 (f) of the act and Rule U-43 promul¬ 
gated thereunder. 

Said application-declaration was in 
respect of (1) the issuance and sale for 
cash of $10,000,000 principal amount of 
notes (“Interim Debt”) due 90 days 
after demand to 12 of the 14 institutions 
then owning OVEC’s outstanding notes 
due 1967; and (2) the amendment of the 
agreements underlying all of the pres¬ 
ently outstanding debt securities of 
OVEC so as to permit the participating 
companies to reduce their commitments 
to supply equity capital to OVEC from 
$20,000,000 to $10,000,000 so long as such 
Interim Debt should remain outstanding. 

The Commission, in said orders of 
November 7, 1952, July 27, 1953, Decem¬ 
ber 21, 1954 and May 25, 1955, having 
reserved jurisdiction to pass upon all 
fees and expenses, including legal fees, 
in connection with the proposed trans¬ 
actions; the Commission having on De- 
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NOTICES 


cember 29,1954 issued its order (Holding 
Company Act Release No. 12764) releas¬ 
ing jurisdiction over fees and expenses 
incurred up to and including December 
31. 1953, and having on October 31, 1956 
issued its order (Holding Company Act 
Release No. 13297) releasing jurisdiction 
over fees and expenses up to and includ¬ 
ing June 30, 1955, but having continued 
the reservation of jurisdiction as to fees 
and expenses incurred and to be incurred 
subsequent to June 30, 1955, and over 
the allocation of fees and expenses as 
between OVEC and IKEC; amendments 
to the applications-declarations having 


The Commission having considered the 
record made in respect of the above fees, 
costs and expenses and observing no 
basis for adverse findings as to the rea¬ 
sonableness of the amounts requested, 
and therefore deeming it unnecessary to 
segregate for consideration and determi¬ 
nation specific transactions and related 
fees which are subject to the Commis¬ 
sion’s jurisdiction: 

It is ordered , That the jurisdiction 
heretofore reserved in the Commission’s 
order of October 31, 1956, in respect of 
the fees and expenses incurred subse¬ 
quent to June 30, 1955, be and it is 
hereby released forthwith, as to the 
above fees incurred through June 30, 
1956; and 

It is further ordered. That the jurisdic¬ 
tion heretofore reserved in respect of the 
allocation of the fees and expenses as 
between OVEC and IKEC, and in re¬ 
spect of fees and expenses incurred and 
to be incurred for services rendered sub¬ 
sequent to June 30, 1956, be and it is 
hereby continued. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval I i. DuBois, 

Secretary . 

[P. R. Doc. 57-6590; Plied, Aug. 12. 1957; 

8:46 a. m .j 


been filed relating to fees and expenses 
incurred from July 1, 1955 to and includ¬ 
ing June 30, 1956 in respect of the vari¬ 
ous transactions outlined above, includ¬ 
ing fees and expenses attributed to serv¬ 
ices rendered in connection with certain 
transactions which it is stated were not 
subject to the Commission’s jurisdiction; 
and said amendments having set forth 
the claimants, the fees and expenses re¬ 
quested, the interests represented, other 
costs incurred, the total amounts in¬ 
volved, and the allocation thereof, except 
as between OVEC and IKEC, as reflected 
in the following tabulation: 


New England Electric System et al. 

ORDER AUTHORIZING ISSUE AND SALE OF 

PROMISSORY NOTES BY SUBSIDIARIES TO 

BANKS AND TO PARENT COMPANY 

July 25, 1957. 

New England Electric System 
(“NEES”), a registered holding com¬ 
pany, and twenty-five of its public- 
utility subsidiaries (“the borrowing com¬ 
panies’’), namely Amesbury Electric 
Light Company (“Amesbury”), Attle¬ 
boro Electric Company (“Attleboro”), 
Central Massachusetts Gas Company 
(“Central Mass.”), Essex County Elec¬ 
tric Company (“Essex”), Granite State 
Electric Company (“Granite”), Haver¬ 
hill Electric Company (“Haverhill”), 
Lawrence Electric Company (“Law¬ 
rence”) , Lawrence Gas Company (“Law¬ 
rence Gas”), The Lowell Electric Light 
Corporation (“Lowell”), Lynn Gas and 
Electric Company (“Lynn”), The Mystic 
Power Company (“Mystic”), Mystic Val¬ 
ley Gas Company (“Mystic Valley”), 
New England Powder Company (“NEP- 
CO”), Northampton Electric Lighting 
Company (“Northampton”), North¬ 
ampton Gas Light Company (“North¬ 
ampton Gas”), North Shore Gas 


Company (“North Shore”), Northern 
Berkshire Electric Company (“North¬ 
ern”), Norwood Gas Company (“Nor¬ 
wood”). The Pequot Gas Company 
(“Pequot”), Quincy Electric Company 
(“Quincy”), Southern Berkshire Power 
& Electric Company (“Southern”), Sub¬ 
urban Electric Company (“Suburban”), 
Wachusett Gas Company (“Wachu- 
sett”), Weymouth Light and Power Com¬ 
pany (“Weymouth”), and Worcester 
County Electric Company (“Worcester ”) 
have filed a joint application-declaration 
and an amendment thereto pursuant to 
sections 6 (b), 7, and 10 of the Public 
Utility Holding Company Act of 1935 
(“act”) regarding the following proposed 
transactions: 

The borrowing companies propose to 
issue from time to time through Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1957 unsecured promissory notes 
maturing not later than March 31, 1958 
(a) to banks in the aggregate principal 
amount of $50,664,000, and (b) to NEES 
in the aggregate principal amount of 
$16,315,000, or a total of $66,979,000. 
The maximum amount of the proposed 
notes to be outstanding at any one time 
is stated at $57,484,000. The proceeds of 
the proposed borrowings are to be used 
to pay then outstanding notes due to 
banks or to NEES, and to provide new 
money for construction expenditures or 
to reimburse the treasury therefor. 
The notes will bear interest at not in ex¬ 
cess of the prime rate (presently 4 per¬ 
cent per annum) charged by banks for 
similar loans at the time such loans are 
made. Provision will be made for cer¬ 
tain subsidiaries to pay their bank in¬ 
debtedness in whole or in part with 
borrowings from NEES, or vice versa. 
In the case of notes issued to NEES to 
prepay notes to banks, the interest rate 
will be the then prime interest rate, but 
not in excess of the interest rate on the 
notes being repaid to the date of their 
maturity. In the case of notes issued to 
banks to prepay notes to NEES, if the in¬ 
terest rate is increased, NEES will file an 
amendment hereto, to become effective 
only pursuant to rule or order of the 
Commission. 

Each of the borrowing companies pro¬ 
poses that if any permanent financing is 
done prior Jx> the maturity of the in¬ 
debtedness to be issued hereunder, it will 
apply to the proceeds therefrom in re¬ 
duction of, or in total payment of, note 
indebtedness then outstanding; that the 
balance of note indebtedness then un¬ 
issued hereunder, if any, will be reduced 
by the amount, if any, by which the pro¬ 
ceeds of such permanent financing ex¬ 
ceeds note indebtedness at the time 
outstanding; and that the maximum 
amount of note indebtedness proposed to 
be outstanding hereunder will be re¬ 
duced by the amount of the proceeds of 
such permanent financing. 

The following table shows for each 
borrowing company (1) the aggregate 
amount of notes proposed to be issued to 
banks and to NEES. and (2) the maxi¬ 
mum amount of notes to be outstanding 
with banks and with NEES at any one 
time. 


Claimants 

Fees and costs 
admitted to he 
subject to Com¬ 
mission's Juris¬ 
diction 

Fees payable by 
OVEC and 
IKEC claimed 
not to bo sub¬ 
ject to Com¬ 
mission's juris¬ 
diction 

Total fees, 
costs, and 
expenses 

Simpson Tbachcr A Bartlett, counsel for OVEC and IKEC: 

Vm* _ 

$15,000.00 

$75,000.00 

$90,000.00 
t, 480. 49 

6,875.00 

3G3.2U 

9,500.00 

18.06 

3,875.00 
686.5-1 

11,500.00 
198.10 

6*000.00 

250.00 

10, 784. 74 
2,579.04 
147, 400.00 
100,250.00 
496.32 

Expenses_______ 

Eagleson A Laylln—Oliio, counsel for OVEC and IKEC: 

Fees................__.....______ 

375.00 

5,500.00 

Viddleton, Secliwh, Wolford, Willis A Codiran—Kentucky, 
counsel for OVEC and IKEC: 

Expenses________ 

1,500.00 

8,000.00 

Farnc*. Hirkam, Flintier A Boyd—Indiana, counsel for OVEC 
and IKEC: 

A 

aw. oo 

2,925.00 

Exfienses.__... 

Wlllkie Owen Farr Gallagher A Walton, special counsel for bond 
purchasers, to be allocated between OVEC and IKEC: 

I I I S -------- --- _ _ 

11,500.00 


Expenses__-. . 


White A Case, special counsel for partleiixints under hank credit 
agreement, to be allocated between OVEC and IKEC: 

Fees. ...... 

5,000.00 

250.00 

10,784. 74 
2,579.04 
147,400.00 
106,250.00 
496. 32 


Milbank, Tweed, Hope A Hadley, counsel for tlie Chase Manhat¬ 
tan Bank, trustee, to bo allocated between OVEC and IKEO: 
Fees__-.... 


The Chase Manhattan Bonk, indenture trustee: 

Trustee’s fees,________ 


Printing costs..._____ 


17. 8. documentary stamp tax______ 


Statutory fees payable to Indiana.... .. 


Miscellaneous_ 




302,085.10 

91,425.00 

401,257.09 
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(OOO’s omitted! . 


Borrowing company 

Aggregate amount of 
notes to be issued 

Maximum amount of notes to bo 
outstanding 

Banks 

NEES 

Banks 

NEES 

Banks or 
NEES 


$875 

$550 

685 

$675 

$350 

585 

$200 



825 

3,800 

1,000 

3.400 

1,475 

2,030 

2. (WO 
2,700 

12.5 

3, 500 
«, MO 

two 

825 

3,800 







i.ooo 


1, 0(H) 

||,i fiirli ill _ _ ___. 

3,400 



0,250 

4,775 

1,475 

I AirnittOA tls 1 U _ __ 

Z030 

2,000 

2,700 

125 

3.500 

9.500 
660 

I/)\M 11.. ........ 








\! _„_.......... 




\I.-Jtirt VulllU' _ 




vtnPrt _ ___ 




VnrfKomntnn _____ 




VnrtInrnnton flas .......................... 

530 

530 


Vurfhiirti T4r>rWhlr<> 

1,055 

750 

1,055 

750 


Viiff K (lbofi' 




Vnru'i kfwl __ 

580 

580 


P(*(|UOt mmm m mm m mm mm m 

49 
2. 225 
1. 345 
4, (550 
550 
3.250 
4,900 

49 



2,225 

1,345 


2,225 
1,345 

Quincy 

G/vnthorn ._... 



CiiKiirltaii _... 

4,650 

550 


Wachu«ett« • ... j _ __........ 




WVlIlOUtb . a t- . - -r - _-_........... 

3,250 


3,250 


4,900 


Totals_ ................ri _....... 

50,604 

10,315 

41,169 

6,820 

9,495 



The Public Utilities Commission of 
New Hampshire has authorized the issu¬ 
ance of short-term notes by Granite as 
proposed. The record indicates that no 
other regulatory approvals are required 
except the order of this Commission. 

Due notice having been given of the 
filing of said joiht application-declara¬ 
tion (Holding Company Act Release No. 
13516), and a hearing not having been 
requested of or ordered by the Commis¬ 
sion; and the Commission finding that 
the applicable provisions of the act and 
the rules promulgated thereunder are 
satisfied and that no adverse findings 
are necessary; and deeming it appropri¬ 
ate in the public interest and in the 
interest of investors and consumers that 
the application-declaration, as amended, 
be granted and permitted to become 
effective forthwith: 

It is ordered. Pursuant to Rule U-23 
and the applicable provisions of the act. 
that said application-declaration as 
amended be, and hereby is, granted and 
permitted to become effective forthwith, 
subject to the terms and conditions pre¬ 
scribed in Rule U-24. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary . 

|F. R. Doc. 57-6591; Piled. Aug. 12. 1957; 

8:48 a. m.] 


[Pile No. 70-36041 

Missouri Edison Co., and Union 
Electric Co. 

ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION REGARDING 
ISSUANCE AND SALE OF COMMON STOCK BY 
SUBSIDIARY AND ACQUISITION OF PRO RATA 
SHARES BY PARENT 

July 30, 1957. 

Union Electric Company (“Union”), a 
public utility company and registered 
holding company, and Missouri Edison 
Company (“Missouri”), a public utility 


subsidiary of Union, have filed a joint 
application and an amendment thereto 
with this Commission, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 6 (b), 9 and 10 of the Public Utility 
Holding Company Act of 1935 (“act”) 
regarding certain proposed transactions, 
which are sumamrized as follows: 

Missouri proposes to issue and sell 
71,429 additional shares of its common 
stock at a price of $20 per share, aggre¬ 
gating $1,428,580. Union proposes to 
acquire such shares, under the terms of 
a common stock agreement between 
Union and Missouri, less such number of 
shares as may be sold by Missouri pursu¬ 
ant to a rights offering to its other stock¬ 
holders. Missouri proposes to offer to 
the holders of its common stock, other 
than Union, the right to subscribe for 
additional shares of such stock at the 
price of $20 per share on the basis of 3 
shares for each 7 shares held of record 
by such stockholders. 

Union now owns 166,495 shares of the 
166,667 outstanding shares of common 
stock of Missouri, and the remaining 172 
shares are held by 7 stockholders. 
Missouri proposes to mail to each stock¬ 
holder. other than Union, an individual 
letter constituting the common stock 
subscription offer and enclosing a sub¬ 
scription form. No fractional shares 
will be issued, but pursuant to such of¬ 
fering holders of shares not exactly divis¬ 
ible by seven, upon subscribing for the 
maximum number of whole shares to 
which they are entitled, may subscribe 
for one additional share of Missouri 
common stock. The subscription offer 
will expire on the 14th day after its date. 
Union will relinquish its preemptive right 
to purchase additional comon stock of 
Missouri to the extent necessary to per¬ 
mit other stockholders to exercise their 
subscription rights in full. 

The proceeds from the issuance and 
sale of the common stock by Missouri 
will be used to provide Missouri with 
funds to repay at their maturity on Au¬ 
gust 31, 1957, bank notes which are ex¬ 


pected to amount to $1,325,000 on that 
day, and to finance, in part, Missouri’s 
construction program. 

The issuance and sale of the common 
stock by Missouri have been expressly 
authorized by the Public Service Com¬ 
mission of Missouri, and the acquisition 
of such common stock by Union has been 
expressly authorized by that commission 
and also by the Illinois Commerce Com¬ 
mission. No Federal commission, other 
than this Commission, has jurisdiction 
over the proposed transactions. 

It is estimated that Missouri's expenses 
in connection with the above transactions 
will not exceed $545 and that Union’s ex¬ 
penses will not exceed $600. 

Due notice of filing of the application 
having been given in the manner pre¬ 
scribed by Rule U-23 (Holding Company 
Act Release No. 13517) and no hearing 
having been requested of, or ordered by, 
the Commission; and the Commission 
finding that the applicable provisions of 
the act and of the rules promulgated 
thereunder are satisfied, that the ex¬ 
penses set forth above are not unreason¬ 
able, and that the application, as 
amended, should be granted forthwith: 

It is ordered. Pursuant to Rule U-23 
and the applicable provisions of the act, 
that said application, as amended, be, 
and the same hereby is, granted forth¬ 
with. subject to the terms and conditions 
prescribed in Rule U-24. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary . 

(F. R. Doc. 57-6592; Filed, Aug. 12, 1957; 

8:46 a. m.J 


(File No. 70-3530] 

Pittsburgh Railways Co. 

ORDER RELEASING JURISDICTION OVER PAY¬ 
MENT OF CERTAIN EXPENSES INCLUDING 
COUNSEL FEE 

August 2.1957. 

The Commission having, by order 
dated March 20. 1957 (Holding Company 
Act Release No. 13423), granted an 
amended application filed by Pittsburgh 
Railways Company (“Pittsburgh”), then 
a non-utility subsidiary of Standard Gas 
and Electric Company, a registered hold¬ 
ing company, regarding the issuance of 
a fifteen year 4V 2 percent purchase 
money bond in the principal amount of 
$280,000 to Navarro Corporation, a con¬ 
tractor doing business in Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, as part payment for a 
garage building then being constructed 
by said contractor and needed by Pitts¬ 
burgh for storage, servicing and mainte¬ 
nance of its buses; and 

Said order having contained a reser¬ 
vation of jurisdiction with respect to the 
expenses incurred by Navarro Corpora¬ 
tion and the fees and expenses of all 
counsel, including the fee and expenses 
of counsel for Navarro Corporation; and 
The application having been further 
amended to show the expenses of Navarro 
Corporation, including the fee of Maurice 
Chaitkin, its counsel, paid or to be paid 
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NOTICES 


by Pittsburgh in connection with said 
transaction, as follows: 


Interest paid by Navarro Corpora¬ 
tion to Peoples First National 
Bank & Trust Company on con¬ 
struction loan for the construc¬ 
tion of the building-$6, 776. 79 

First quarter City of Pittsburgh 
and School District of the City 

of Pittsburgh, 1957 taxes- 443.06 

Federal documentary stamps on 

assignment of bond_ 140. 00 

Other items_ 147. 50 


Total amount heretofore 

paid.—.. 7,507.35 

Statement of Maurice Ch&itkin, 

Esq.. Attorney for Navarro Cor¬ 
poration_-__ 3, 500. 00 


Total expenses paid and at¬ 
torney’s fee_ 11,007.35 


The Commission having examined the 
record as further amended and finding 
that the expenses of Navarro Corpora¬ 
tion, including the fee of its counsel, in 
the amounts above set forth are not un¬ 
reasonable. and deeming it appropriate 
in the public interest to release jurisdic¬ 
tion with respect to such expenses and 
fee: 

It is ordered , That jurisdiction hereto¬ 
fore reserved with respect to the payment 
of the above expenses of Navarro Cor¬ 
poration, including the fee of its counsel, 
be, and the same hereby is, released. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary . 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6593: Filed, Aug. 12, 1957; 

8:46 a. m.] 


[File No. 811-762] 

Disc, Inc. 

NOTICE OF FILING OF APPLICATION FOR ORDER 

DECLARING THAT COMPANY HAS CEASED TO 

BE AN INVESTMENT COMPANY 

August 6,1957. 

Notice is hereby given that Disc. Inc. 
(“Disc”), a corporation organized under 
the laws of the District of Columbia and 
which is registered under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 (“act”) as a closed- 
end, non-diversified investment com¬ 
pany, has filed an application pursuant 
to section 8 (f) of the act for an order 
of the Commission declaring that Disc 
has ceased to be an investment company. 

The application makes the following 
representations: 

Disc filed its Notification of Registra¬ 
tion as an investment company on Form 
N-8A on January 24, 1957. Since its or¬ 
ganization, Disc has been primarily en¬ 
gaged in the business of purchasing or 
otherwise acquiring mortgages and other 
liens on and interests in real estate. On 
June 21, 1957, it was decided by resolu¬ 
tion of the Board of Directors of Disc, 
and by the vote of a majority of the out¬ 
standing voting securities of Disc at a 
special meeting of its stockholders, that 
Disc shall remain primarily engaged in 
the business of purchasing or otherwise 
acquiring mortgages and other liens on 
and interests in real estate rather than 
engaging in business as an investment 


company as defined in the act. Mort¬ 
gages and other liens on and interests in 
real estate comprise over 90 percent of 
the assets of Disc, and the applicant 
submits that it is not an investment com¬ 
pany within the meaning of the act, by 
reason of the exception stated in section 
3 (c) (6) (C) of the act. 

Disc’s outstanding securities as of 
June 30, 1957 consisted of 218,275 shares 
of common stock with a par value of 
$1 per share, of which 86,255 shares were 
sold for cash at a price of $1 per share, 
117,020 shares were issued in exchange 
for preferred stock of Disc and 15,000 
shares were Issued to directors of Disc 
as compensation for services. Disc has 
19 stockholders. It presently plans to 
make a public offering of 400.000 shares 
of common stock at a price of $2.50 per 
share. 

Section 8 (f) of the act provides, in 
part, that whenever the Commission, 
upon application, finds th^t a registered 
investment company has ceased to be 
an investment company, it shall so de¬ 
clare by order and that upon the taking 
effect of such order the registration of 
such company shall cease to be in effect. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than August 
19, 1957, at 5:30 p. m., submit to the 
Commission in writing any facts bearing 
upon the desirability of a hearing on 
the matter and may request that a hear¬ 
ing be held, such request stating the 
nature of his interest, the reasons for 
such request and the issues, if any, of 
fact or law proposed to be controverted, 
or he may request that he be notified 
if the Commission should order a hear¬ 
ing thereon. Any such communication 
or request should be addressed: Secre¬ 
tary, Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D. C. At any time 
after said date, the application may be 
granted as provided in Rule N-5 of the 
rules and regulations promulgated under 
the act. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary . 

|F. R. Doc. 57-6594; Filed, Aug. 12, 1957; 

8:46 a. m.j 


IFile No. 811-540] 

Solvay American Corp. 

NOTICE OF APPLICATION FOR ORDER DECLAR¬ 
ING THAT COMPANY HAS CEASED TO BE AN 
INVESTMENT COMPANY 

August 6,1957. 

Notice is hereby given that The Solvay 
American Corporation (“Applicant”), a 
closed-end, non-diversified investment 
company, registered as such under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 (“act”), 
has filed an amended application pursu¬ 
ant to section 8 (f) of the act for an 
order declaring that Applicant has ceased 
to be an investment company. 

The amended application makes the 
following representations: 

Applicant was incorporated in the 
State of Delaware on October 7, 1947 and 


registered as an investment company 
under the Act of March 19, 1948. it 
had outstanding a total of 1.000,000 
shares of Common Stock, par value $20 
each. All of the said shares of Common 
Stock were owned by North American 
Solvay, Inc., (“North American”), a Del¬ 
aware corporation. Applicant also had 
outstanding in the hands of the public 
10,775 shares of 4 percent Cumulative 
Preferred Stock, $100 par value. 

In accordance with the provisions of 
its Certificate of Incorporation, as 
amended, and pursuant to resolutions 
duly adopted by its Board of Directors, 
Applicant called for redemption on 
March 22, 1957, all shares of its Pre¬ 
ferred Stock at the redemption price of 
$101.90 per share. The holders of such 
Preferred Stock had the right, up until 
the close of business on March 22, 1957, 
in lieu of receiving the cash redemption 
price, to surrender their shares for re¬ 
tirement and receive shares of Common 
Stock of Allied Chemical & Dye Corpo¬ 
ration at the rate of 1.98996 shares of 
such Common Stock for each share of 
such Preferred Stock. All outstanding 
shares of Preferred Stock have been re¬ 
deemed pursuant to such call. 

The board of directors of North Amer¬ 
ican resolved on March 18,1957, to merge 
Applicant into North American. The 
Common Stock of Applicant owned by 
North American was surrendered to Ap¬ 
plicant and retired, whereupon all assets 
of Applicant were vested in and held by 
North American, subject to all liabilities 
and obligations of Applicant, by opera¬ 
tion of Delaware law. Applicant has 
filed as an exhibit to its application a 
copy of the Certificate of the Recorder of 
Deeds for Newcastle County, Delaware 
certifying that Applicant has been 
merged into North American. 

Section 8 (f) of the act provides, in 
part that whenever the Commission, 
upon application, finds that a registered 
investment company has ceased to be 
an investment company, it shall so de¬ 
clare by order and that upon the taking 
effect of such order the registration of 
such company shall cease to be in effect. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than Au¬ 
gust 23, 1957, at 5:30 p. m., submit to 
the Commission in writing any facts 
bearing upon the desirability of a hear¬ 
ing on the matter and may request that 
a hearing be held, such request stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons for 
such request, and the issues, if any, of 
fact or law proposed to be controverted, 
or he may request that he be notified if 
the Commission should order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication or 
request should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington 25, D. C. At any time after 
said date, the application may be granted 
as provided in Rule N-5 of the rules and 
regulations promulgated under the act. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois. 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6595; Filed, Aug. 12, 1957; 

8:47 a. m.J 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 11866) 

Allocation of Frequencies in the 
Bands Above 890 Me. 

EIGHTH NOTICE OF HEARING 

The Commission will resume hearings 
in the above-entitled proceeding on Sep¬ 
tember 30. 1957. As announced previ¬ 
ously, Mr. Sidney Topol of Raytheon 
Manufacturing Company and represent¬ 
atives of the Radio Electronics Television 
Manufacturers Association will be the 
final witnesses. 

Each of the above witnesses shall file 
with the Commission an original and 14 
copies of any proposed statement, and 
any exhibits intended to be introduced 
by Monday September 23, 1957. 

Testimony will be heard from Mr. 
Sidney Topol who will then be followed 
by the concluding witnesses for the Ra¬ 
dio Electronics Television Manufacturers 
Association. 

Dated: August 6,1957. 

Released: August8,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

l seal] Evelyn F. Eppley, 

Acting Secretary . 

|F. R. Doc. 57-6611: Filed, Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:50 a. m.J 


[Docket Nos. 11888, 11889; FCC 57-8431 

Jefferson County Broadcasting Co. and 
Kermit F. Tracy 

ORDER AMENDING ISSUES 

In re application of Louis Alford, Phil¬ 
lip D. Brady and Albert Mack Smith, 
d/b as Jefferson County Broadcasting 
Company, Pine Bluff, Arkansas, Docket 
No. 11888. File No. BP-10528; Kermit 
F. Tracy, Fordyce. Arkansas, Docket No. 
11889, File No. BP-10691; for construc¬ 
tion permits. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission at its offices in 
Washington, D. C., on the 1st day of 
August 1957; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration (l)a petition to enlarge issues 
filed on March 1, 1957, by Louis Alford. 
Phillip D. Brady, and Albert Mack Smith 
d/b as Jefferson County Broadcasting 
Company; (2) an opposition to and re¬ 
quest for denial of the petition to en¬ 
large issues filed on March 8, 1957, by 
Kermit F. Tracy; (3) a reply to the op¬ 
position to and request for denial of the 
Petition to enlarge issues filed on March 
13, 1957, by Jefferson; (4) a supplement 
to the petition to enlarge issues filed on 
April 23, 1957, by Jefferson; (5) an op¬ 
position to and request for denial of the 
supplement to the petition to enlarge 
issues filed on May 3,1957, by Tracy; and 
(6) a reply to “Opposition to and request 
lor denial of supplement to petition to 
enlarge issues” filed on May 9, 1957, by 
Jefferson. 

It appearing, that petitioner requests 
enlargement of the issues to determine 
whether Tracy’s application was filed in 
No. 156-3 


good faith and whether Tracy’s proposed 
transmitter site is available to him; 

It further appearing, that on April 20, 
1956, the application of Jefferson was 
filed with the Commission, requesting a 
permit to construct a standard broad¬ 
cast station at Pine Bluff, Arkansas, to 
operate on 1270 kc with 5 kw power, day¬ 
time only; 

It further appearing, that on July 10. 
1956, application was filed by Tracy for 
a permit to construct a standard broad¬ 
cast station at Fordyce, Arkansas, on 
1270 kc with 1 kw power, daytime only, 
which application was mutually exclusive 
with Jefferson’s Pine Bluff application; 

It further appearing, that the site 
described by Tracy in his application is 
and always has been unavailable to him; 

It further appearing, that the land 
subsequently leased to Tracy for use as 
his transmitter site is not identical in 
location with the proposed transmitter 
site described by him in his application 
for a permit to construct a standard 
broadcast station at Fordyce, Arkansas; 

It further appearing, that sufficient 
facts have been alleged to warrant in¬ 
quiry as to whether the Tracy applica¬ 
tion was filed in good faith and to 
justify enlargement of issues to inquire 
into this matter and to determine the 
availability of Tracy’s proposed trans¬ 
mitter site; 

It further appearing, that Jefferson 
has established that it has met the “good 
cause” requirement of § 1.389 of our 
rules concerning late filing of petitions 
to enlarge issues; 

It is ordered , That the petition to en¬ 
large issues is granted, existing issue 3 
is redesignated issue 5, and the follow¬ 
ing issues are added to this proceeding: 

3. To determine whether the applica¬ 
tion of Kermit F. Tracy was filed in good 
faith. 

4. To determine the availability of 
Kermit F. Tracy’s proposed transmitter 
site. 

Released: August 8, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[sealI Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

|F. R. Doc. 57-6612; Filed. Aug. 12. 1957; 
8:50 a. m.J 


(Docket No. 11997; FCC 57-9261 

Radio Spectrum Between 25 Me and 
890 Me . 

STATUTORY INQUIRY INTO THE ALLOCATION 
OF FREQUENCIES TO THE VARIOUS NON¬ 
GOVERNMENTAL SERVICES 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C., on the 1st day of 
August 1957. 

The Commission having before it for 
consideration its Order of Inquiry in the 
above-entitled matter, released on April 
11, 1957, and its order of June 12, 1957, 
extending the time for filing comments 
from July 1, 1957, to September 6, 1957, 
and a petition filed on July 23. 1957, by 
the Radio-Electronics-Television Manu¬ 
facturers Association, requesting a fur¬ 


ther extension of time in which to file 
comments; and 

It appearing that the specific data and 
information requested by the Commis¬ 
sion is both extensive and complex: and 

It further appearing that a further 
extension of the time in which to file 
comments would benefit the public in¬ 
terest in that it would enable the peti¬ 
tioner and other interested parties to 
complete the details of their comments 
in this important proceeding; 

It is ordered^ That the time for filing 
comments in the above-entitled proceed¬ 
ing is extended from September 6, 1957, 
to November 1, 1957. 

Released: August 8. 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-6613; Filed. Aug. 12. 1957; 
8:50 a. m.J 


| Docket No. 12008; FCC 57-844] 

Noble-De Kalb Broadcasting Co., Inc. 
(WKTL) 

ORDER AMENDING ISSUES 

In re application of Noble-De Kalb 
Broadcasting Company, Inc. (WKTL), 
Kendallville, Indiana, docket No. 12008, 
File No. BP-10883; for construction 
permit. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C., on the 1st day of 
August 1957; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration a petition to enlarge issues filed 
on May 15, 1957, by Noble-De Kalb 
Broadcasting Company, Inc., licensee of 
Station WKTL, Kendallville, Indiana: 

It appearing, that the applicant seeks 
an enlargement of issues to inquire into 
the need for applicant’s program service 
in the areas and populations which would 
be gained and also to determine the need 
for the service of Station WPTW in the 
areas it would lose because of interfer¬ 
ence from the applicant’s proposed op¬ 
eration; and 

It further appearing, that no opposi¬ 
tions to the instant petition were filed: 

It is ordered , That the petition of 
Noble-De Kalb Broadcasting Company, 
Inc. is granted, and that the hearing is¬ 
sue No. 3 in the above-entitled proceed¬ 
ing is renumbered as issue No. 5 and the 
hearing issues are enlarged to include as 
issues No. 3 and No. 4 the following: 

3. To determine the need for the appli¬ 
cant’s proposed programming in the 
areas and populations which it would 
gain. 

4. To determine the need for the pro¬ 
gramming of Station WPTW in the areas 
and populations it would lose as a result 
of the proposed operation of Station 
WKTL. 

Released: August 8, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-6614; Filed, Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:50 a. m.J 
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[Docket Nos. 12077, 12078; FCC 57M-762] 

Caribbean Atlantic Airlines, Inc., and 
Aeronautical Radio, Inc. 

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING 

In the matter of Applications sub¬ 
mitted by Caribbean Atlantic Airlines, 
Inc., San Juan, Puerto Rico, Docket No. 
12077, File Nos. 14730/32/33/34/35 A- 
P/L-L and 14731/36 AA-P-LX; Aero¬ 
nautical Radio, Inc., Washington, D. C., 
Docket No. 12078, File Nos. 20438/39/40/ 
41/42 A-P/L-L and 20444/45 AA-P-LX; 
for authorizations covering aeronautical 
fixed facilities in Puerto Rico and the 
American Virgin Islands. 

It is ordered, This 5th day of August 
1957, by the Hearing Examiner on his 
own motion, that the hearing in the 
above-entitled matter, heretofore sched¬ 
uled to commence on September 23, 1957, 
is hereby rescheduled to commence at 
10:00 a. m., September 30, 1957, in Che 
Commission’s offices in Washington, 
D. C. 

Released: August 6.1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

l seal] Evelyn F. Eppley, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6615: Filed, Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:50 a. m.j 


[Docket No. 12079. etc.; FCC 57M-760] 
Jack A. Burnett et al. 
order continuing hearing 

In re Applications of Jack A. Burnett, 
Ogden, Utah, Docket No. 12079; File No. 
BPCT-2255; United Telecasting and Ra¬ 
dio Company. Ogden, Utah, Docket No. 
12080, File No. BPCT-2270; Granite Dis¬ 
trict Radio Broadcasting Company, 
Ogden, Utah, Docket No. 12081, File No. 
BPCT-2274; for construction permits for 
new television broadcast stations. 

On the Examiner’s own motion: It is 
ordered, This 5th day of August 1957 that 
the hearing in the above-entitled pro¬ 
ceeding, now scheduled to commence on 
September 17, 1957, is continued to Sep¬ 
tember 26,1957. 

Released: August 6,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Evelyn F. Eppley, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6616: FUed. Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:50 a. m.) 


| Docket No. 12118, etc.; FCC 57-854 [ 
Television Broadcasters, Inc., et al. 

order designating applications for con¬ 
solidated hearing on stated issues 

In re applications of Television Broad¬ 
casters, Inc., Beaumont, Texas, Docket 
No. 12118, File No. BMPCT-4681, for 
modification of construction permit; 
WDSU Broadcasting Corporation, Port 
Arthur, Texas, Docket No. 12119, File No. 
BPCT-2300; KPBX Broadcasting Com¬ 


pany, Beaumont, Texas, Docket No. 
12120, File No. BPCT-2313; Brown Tel¬ 
ecasters, Inc., Beaumont, Texas, Docket 
No. 12121, File No. BPCT-2327; for con¬ 
struction permits for new television 
broadcast stations. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C. on the 1st day of Au¬ 
gust 1957; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned appli¬ 
cations each requesting a construction 
permit for a new television broadcast 
station to operate on Channel 12 which 
is assigned to Beaumont-Port Arthur, 
Texas; and 

It appearing, that each of the above- 
named applicants, by letters filed July 
10, 1957, requests that its application be 
designated for hearing immediately and 
expressly waives its rights under section 
309 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, to notice preceding 
designation for hearing, of all objections 
to its application as well as the source 
and nature of such objections and an op¬ 
portunity to reply; and 

It further appearing, that the above- 
named applicants are the only parties 
entitled to notice under section 309 (b) 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended; and 

It further appearing, that Television 
Broadcasters, Inc. proposes to locate its 
main studio outside of the principal city 
to be served; that § 3.613 (a) of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules requires the main studio 
to be located within the principal city 
unless a waiver is requested and good 
cause shown therefore as provided by 
§ 3.613 (b); and that no such request or 
showing has been made; and 

It further appearing, that upon due 
consideration of the above-captioned 
applications, the Commission finds that 
Television Broadcasters, Inc. is legally 
and financially qualified to construct, 
own and operate the proposed television 
broadcast station, is technically qualified 
except as to issues *T” and ”2” below, and 
is otherwise qualified except as to issue 
“3’* below ; m that WDSU Broadcasting 
Corporation is legally, technically and 
otherwise qualified to construct, ow n and 
operate the proposed television broad¬ 
cast station except as to issue “4” below; 
that KPBX Broadcasting Company is 
legally, financially, and otherwise quali¬ 
fied to construct, own and operate the 
proposed television broadcast station and 
is technically so qualified except as to 
issue “5” below; and that Brown Tele¬ 
casters, Inc. is legally, financially and 
otherwise qualified to construct, own and 
operate the proposed television broad¬ 
cast station and is technically so quali¬ 
fied except as to issue “2” below; 

It is ordered, That pursuant to section 
309 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the above-captioned 
applications of Television Broadcasters, 
Inc., WDSU Broadcasting Corporation, 
KPBX Broadcasting Company and 
Brown Telecasters, Inc., are designated 
for hearing in a consolidated proceeding 
at a time and place to be specified in a 
subsequent order upon the following 
issues: 


1. To determine the correct antenna 
dimensions of the antenna proposed by 
Television Broadcasters, Inc. 

2. To determine whether the antenna 
systems and sites proposed by Television 
Broadcasters, Inc., and Brown Telecast¬ 
ers, Inc., would constitute hazards to air 
navigation. 

3. To determine whether good cause 
exists for a waiver of § 3.613 (a) of the 
Rules with respect to the main studio 
proposed by Television Broadcasters, 
Inc. 

4. To determine the financial qualifi¬ 
cations of WDSU Broadcasting Corpo¬ 
ration to construct, own and operate the 
proposed television broadcast station. 

5. To determine the geographic co¬ 
ordinates of the transmitter site pro¬ 
posed by KPBX Broadcasting Company. 

6. To determine on a comparative 
basis which of the operations proposed in 
the above-captioned applications would 
best serve the public interest, conven¬ 
ience and necessity in the light of the 
record made with respect to the signifi¬ 
cant differences among the applicants as 
to: 

(a) The background and experience 
of each having a bearing on its ability to 
own and operate the proposed television 
broadcast stations. 

(b) The proposals of each with respect 
to the management and operation of the 
television broadcast stations. 

(c) The programming service pro¬ 
posed in each of the above-captioned 
applications. 

7. To determine in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues, which of the applications, 
if any. should be granted. 

It is further ordered. That the issues 
in the above-entitled proceeding may be 
enlarged by the Examiner on his own 
motion or on petition properly filed by a 
party to the proceeding and upon a suf¬ 
ficient allegation of facts in support 
thereof, by the addition of the following 
issue: 

To determine whether the funds avail¬ 
able to the applicants will give reason¬ 
able assurance that the proposals set 
forth in the application will be effectu¬ 
ated. 

It is further ordered , That to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard. Television Broadcasters, Inc., 
WDSU Broadcasting Corporation, KPBX 
Broadcasting Company and Brown Tele¬ 
casters, Inc., pursuant to § 1.387 of the 
Commission’s rules, in person or by at¬ 
torney, shall within 20 days of the mail¬ 
ing of this Order file with the Commis¬ 
sion, in triplicate, a written appearance 
stating an intention to appear on the 
date fixed for the hearing and present 
evidence on the issues specified in this 
order. 

Released: August 8,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-6617; FUed. Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:51 a. m.] 







Tuesday, August 13, 1957 

[Docket Noe. 12122, 12123; FCC 57-866| 

Northern Allegheny Broadcasting Co. 
and Robert H. Sauber 

ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATIONS FOR CON¬ 
SOLIDATED HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In re applications of Northern Alle¬ 
gheny Broadcasting Company, Union 
City. Pennsylvania, Docket No. 12122, Pile 
No. BP-10802; Robert H. Sauber, Frank¬ 
lin. Pennsylvania, Docket No. 12123, File 
No. BP-10998; for construction permits. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C. t on the 1st day of 
August 1957; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the above-captioned applications 
of Northern Allegheny Broadcasting 
Company and of Robert H. Sauber for 
construction permits for new standard 
broadcast stations to operate on 1430 
kilocycles with a power of 500 watts, day¬ 
time only, at Union City and Franklin, 
Pennsylvania, respectively; and 
It appearing, that the applicants are 
legally, technically, financially, and 
otherwise qualified, except as may ap¬ 
pear from the issues specified below, to 
construct and operate their proposed 
stations, but that operation of both sta¬ 
tions as proposed would result in mu¬ 
tually destructive interference; that 
both proposals would cause interference 
to Station WHHH, Warren, Ohio; that 
the proposal of Robert H. Sauber would 
cause interference to Station WEIR, 
Weirton. West Virginia, and would re¬ 
ceive interference from Station WHHH; 
and that Robert H. Sauber has submitted 
insufficient data as to the population 
affected by the interference from Station 
WHHH to determine whether his pro¬ 
posal would be in compliance with § 3.28 
(c) of the Commission’s rules; 

It further appearing, that, pursuant to 
section 309 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934. as amended, these applicants 
were advised by letter dated February 26, 
1957. of the aforementioned deficiencies 
and that the Commission was unable to 
conclude that a grant of either applica¬ 
tion would be in the public interest; and 
It further appearing, that the appli¬ 
cants requested extensions of time in 
which to reply to the Commission’s let¬ 
ter. and that the time to reply was ex¬ 
tended to May 29,1957; and 
It further appearing, that timely re¬ 
plies were filed by the applicants; and 
It further appearing, that both appli¬ 
cants relied upon field intensity measure¬ 
ment data, made by the Northern Alle¬ 
gheny Broadcasting Company along a 
radial bearing 47 degrees true from Sta¬ 
tion WHHH to show the extent of the 
WHHH service area, but this data is 
insufficient according to paragraph (b) 
8 and 9 of § 3.186 of the rules; that, ac¬ 
cordingly, the stub radial measurement 
da ta, submitted by Robert H. Sauber 
along the 52.5 degree radial from WHHH 
is not adequately supported or complete 
Pursuant to §3.186 of the rules; and 
that the field intensity measurement 
data submitted by Mr. Sauber on Station 
WKRZ, Oil City, Pennsylvania, purport¬ 
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ing to show no interference with WHHH 
is not acceptable because of the separa¬ 
tion between the WKRZ site and the pro¬ 
posed site; and 

It further appearing, that, after con¬ 
sideration of the applicants* replies to 
the Commission’s above-referenced let¬ 
ter, a hearing is necessary; 

It is ordered, That, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, the said applica¬ 
tions are designated for hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding, at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent 
order, upon the following issues; 

1. To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which would receive primary 
service from each of these proposed op¬ 
erations, and the availability of other 
primary service to such areas and 
populations. 

2. To determine whether these pro¬ 
posed operations would involve objec¬ 
tionable interference with Station 
WHHH. Warren, Ohio; and whether the 
proposal of Robert H. Sauber would in¬ 
volve objectionable interference with 
Station WEIR, Weirton, West Virginia; 
or any other existing stations, and, if so, 
the nature and extent thereof, the areas 
and populations affected thereby, and the 
availability of other primary service to 
such areas and populations. 

3. To determine whether the inter¬ 
ference received by the proposal of 
Robert H. Sauber from Station WHHH 
would affect more than 10 percent of the 
population in the normally protected 
primary service area of this proposal in 
contravention of § 3.28 (c) of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules. 

4. To determine, in light of section 307 
(b) of the Communications Act of 1934, 
as amended, which of these operations 
would better provide a fair, efficient, and 
equitable distribution of radio service. 

5. To determine, in light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced pursuant to the foregoing 
issues, which of these applications should 
be granted. 

It is further ordered , That The War¬ 
ren Tribune Radio Station, Inc., licensee 
of Station WHHH, Warren, Ohio; and 
Tri-State Broadcasting Co., licensee of 
Station WEIR, Weirton, West Virginia, 
are made parties to the proceeding; and 

It is further ordered , That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants and parties re¬ 
spondent herein, pursuant to § 1.387 of 
the Commission’s rules, in person or by 
attorney, shall within 20 days of the 
mailing of this order, file with the Com¬ 
mission, in triplicate, a written appear¬ 
ance stating an intention to appear on 
the date fixed for the hearing and pre¬ 
sent evidence on the issues specified in 
this order. 

Released: August 8, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6618; Filed, Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:51 a. m.J 
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[Docket Nos. 12124,12125; FCC 57-8681 

Geoffrey A. Lapping and Phoenix 
Broadcasting Co. 

order designating applications for con¬ 
solidated hearing on stated issues 

In re applications of Geoffrey A. Lap¬ 
ping, Phoenix, Arizona, Docket No. 12124, 
File No. BP-10963; Harold Lampel and 
Dawkins Espy d/b as Phoenix Broadcast¬ 
ing Company, Phoenix, Arizona, Docket 
No. 12125, File No. BP-10964; for con¬ 
struction permits. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C. f on the 1st day of 
August 1957; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the applications of Geoffrey A. 
Lapping for a construction permit for a 
new standard broadcast station to oper¬ 
ate on 1480 kilocycles with a power of 
500 watts, daytime only, at Phoenix, Ari¬ 
zona; and of Harold Lampel and Daw¬ 
kins Espy d/b as Phoenix Broadcasting 
Company for a construction permit for a 
new standard broadcast station to oper¬ 
ate on 1490 kilocycles wifh a power of 
250 watts, unlimited time, also at Phoe¬ 
nix, Arizona; 

It appearing, that both applicants are 
legally, technically, financially and 
otherwise qualified, except as may appear 
from the issues specified below, to oper¬ 
ate their proposed stations; but that the 
operation of both stations as proposed 
would result in mutually destructive in¬ 
terference; that the proposed operation 
of the Phoenix Broadcasting Company 
would cause interference to Station 
KAIR, Tucson, Arizona (1490 kc, 250 w, 
U) but that KAIR, by letter of November 
28, 1956, stated that no objection to a 
grant of the application would be inter¬ 
posed; and 

It further appearing, that, pursuant to 
section 309 lb) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the subject ap¬ 
plicants were advised by letter dated 
June 7,1957, of the foregoing deficiencies 
and that the Commission was unable to 
conclude that a grant of either applica¬ 
tion would be in the public interest; and 

It further appearing, that a timely 
reply to the Commission’s letter was filed 
by each subject applicant; and 

It further appearing, that Geoffrey A. 
Lapping has stated in his application 
that, in the event of a grant of his appli¬ 
cation, he will divest himself of his 
interest in Station KPOK, Scottsdale, 
Arizona, which now serves the City of 
Phoenix, and that, in the event of favor¬ 
able action on his application in the 
hearing provided for below, the construc¬ 
tion permit should include the condition 
that program tests will not be author¬ 
ized until the permittee has submitted 
proof to show that he has divested him¬ 
self of all interest in and severed all 
connections with Station KPOK; and 

It further appearing, that the Phoenix 
Broadcasting Company proposes to uti¬ 
lize the antenna tower of Statioii KIFN, 
Phoenix, Arizona, and that, in the event 
of favorable action on this application, 
the construction permit should include 
the condition that measurement data 
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shall be made on the proposed ope ration 
and on the operation of Station KCPN 
at the point where the antenna resist¬ 
ance is measured; that the data shall be 
submitted with the application for 
license to prove that the installation of 
filter circuits or other equipment does 
not prevent satisfactory performance 
pursuant to § 3.47 (1) of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules; that, in addition, field ob¬ 
servations or measurements shall be 
made to clearly show that the operation 
of the two stations with the same an¬ 
tenna does not result in spurious radia¬ 
tions to the extent that interference 
would result to other radio services; and 

It further appearing, that the Com¬ 
mission, after consideration of the above, 
is of the opinion that a hearing is nec¬ 
essary; 

It is ordered, That, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, the applications are 
designated for hearing in a consolidated 
proceeding, at a time and place to be 
specified in a subsequent order upon the 
following issues: 

U To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which would receive primary 
service from each of the proposed 
operations and the availability of other 
primary service to such areas and popu¬ 
lations. 

2. To determine whether the proposed 
operation of the Phoenix Broadcasting 
Company would cause objectionable in¬ 
terference to Station KAIR, Tucson, 
Arizona, or any other existing standard 
broadcast stations, and, if so, the nature 
and extent thereof, the areas and popu¬ 
lations affected thereby, and the avail¬ 
ability of other primary service to such 
areas and populations. 

3. To determine which of the opera¬ 
tions proposed in the above-captioned 
applications would better serve the pub¬ 
lic interest in the light of the evidence 
adduced under the foregoing issues and 
record made with respect to the signifi¬ 
cant differences between the applicants 
as to: 

(a) The background and experience 
of each of the above-named applicants 
to own and operate its proposed station. 

(b) The proposals of each of the 
above-named applicants with respect to 
the management and operation of the 
proposed stations. 

(c) The programming service pro¬ 
posed in each of the above-mentioned 
applications. 

4. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues, which of the applications 
should be granted. 

It is further ordered , That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants herein and the 
Pima Broadcasting Company, licensee of 
Station KAIR, pursuant to § 1.387 of the 
Commission’s rules, in person or by at¬ 
torney, shall within 20 days of the mail¬ 
ing of this Order, file with the Commis¬ 
sion, in triplicate, a written appearance 
stating an intention to appear on the 
date fixed for the hearing and present 
evidence on the issues specified in this 
Order. 


It is further ordered. That, in the 
event of favorable action on the appli¬ 
cation of Geoffrey A. Lapping in the 
hearing provided for above, the con¬ 
struction permit shall include the con¬ 
dition that program tests will not be 
authorized until the permittee has sub¬ 
mitted proof to show that he has divested 
himself of all interest in and severed all 
connections with Station KPOK. 

It is further ordered. That, in the 
event of favorable action on the appli¬ 
cation of the Phoenix Broadcasting 
Company in the hearing provided for 
above, the construction permit shall in¬ 
clude the condition that measurement 
data, made on both the proposed oper¬ 
ation and on the operation of Station 
K1PN at the point at which the antenna 
resistance is measured, shall be sub¬ 
mitted with the application for license 
to prove that the installation of the filter 
circuits or other equipment does not pre¬ 
vent satisfactory performance pursuant 
to § 3.47 (1) of the Commission’s rules, 
and field observations or measurements 
shall be made to clearly show that the 
operation of the two stations with the 
same antenna does not result in spurious 
radiations to the extent that interference 
would result to other radio services. 

Released: August 8, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-6619; Filed. Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:51 a. m.J 


[Docket Nos. 12126. 12127; FCC 57-8731 

Gold Coast Broadcasting Co. and Public 
Service Broadcasting 

order designating applications for con¬ 
solidated hearing cn stated issues 

In re applications of Garland C. Burt 
and Sam C. Phillips d/b as Gold Coast 
Broadcasting Company, Lake Worth, 
Florida, Docket No. 12126, File No. BP- 
11005; Robert Hecksher tr/as Public 
Service Broadcasting, Riviera Beach, 
Florida, Docket No. 12127, File No. BP- 
11256; for construction permits. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C., on the 1st day of Au¬ 
gust 1957; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned applica¬ 
tions of Garland C. Burt and Sam C. 
Phillips d/b as Gold Coast Broadcasting 
Company and of Robert Hecksher tr/as 
Public Service Broadcasting, each for a 
construction permit for a new standard 
broadcast station to operate on 1380 kil¬ 
ocycles with a power of 500 watts, day¬ 
time only, at Lake Worth and Riviera 
Beach, Florida, respectively; 

It appearing, that both applicants are 
legally, technically, financially and 
otherwise qualified, except as may appear 
from the issues specified below, to oper¬ 
ate their proposed stations, but that the 
operation of both stations as proposed 


would result in mutually destructive in¬ 
terference; and 

It further appearing, that, pursuant 
to section 309 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the subject ap¬ 
plicants were advised by letter dated 
June 19, 1957, of the aforementioned in¬ 
terference and that the Commission was 
unable to conclude that a grant of either 
application would be in the public in¬ 
terest; and 

It further appearing, that a timely 
reply was filed by each of the applicants; 
and 

It further appearing, that, in the event 
of favorable action on the application of 
Robert Hecksher in the hearing pro¬ 
vided for below, a grant thereof should 
include the condition that the permittee 
shall submit data required by § 3.40 of 
the Commission’s rules for approval of 
the proposed one kilowatt transmitter 
for operation with 500 watts; and 

It further appearing, the Commission, 
after consideration of the replies of the 
applicants, is of the opinion that a hear¬ 
ing is necessary; 

It is orderefl, That, pursuant to section 
309 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the said applications 
are designated for hearing in a consoli¬ 
dated proceeding, at a time and place to 
be specified in a subsequent order, upon 
the following issues ; 

1. To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which would receive primary 
service from each of the proposed oper¬ 
ations and the availability of other 
primary service to such areas and 
populations. 

2. To determine in the light of section 
307 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, which of the opera¬ 
tions proposed in the above-captioned 
applications would better provide a fair, 
efficient and equitable distribution of 
radio service. 

3. To determine in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues which of the applications 
should be granted. 

It is further ordered. That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants herein, pursuant 
to § 1.387 of the Commission’s rules, in 
person or by attorney, shall within 20 
days of the mailing of this Order, file with 
the Commission, in triplicate, a written 
appearance stating an intention to ap¬ 
pear on the date fixed for the hearing 
and present evidence on the issues speci¬ 
fied in this Order. 

It is further ordered, That, in the event 
of favorable action on the application oi 
Robert Hecksher tr/as Public Service 
Broadcasting, a grant thereof should in¬ 
clude the condition that the permittee 
shall submit data required by § 3.40 of 
the Commission’s rules for approval of 
the proposed one kilowatt transmitter 
for operation with 500 watts. 

Released: August 8,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6620; Filed, Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:51a. m.j 







Tuesday, August 13, 1957 

(Docket Nos. 12128. 12129; FCC 57-8741 

Allegan County Broadcasters and 

Booth Radio & Television Stations, 

Inc. (WJVA) 

ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATIONS FOR CON¬ 
SOLIDATED HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In re applications of Allegan County 
Broadcasters, Allegan, Michigan, Docket 
No. 12128, File No. BP-10928; Booth 
Radio & Television Stations. Inc. 
(WJVA), South Bend, Indiana, Docket 
No. 12129, File No. BP-11107; for con¬ 
struction permits. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices 
in Washington, D. C., on the 1st day of 
August 1957; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned applica¬ 
tions of Allegan County Broadcasters 
for a construction permit for a new 
standard broadcast station to operate on 
1580 kilocycles with a power of 250 watts, 
daytime only, at Allegan, Michigan; and 
of Booth Radio & Television Stations. 
Inc., for a construction permit to in¬ 
crease the power of Station WJVA, South 
Bend, Indiana, from 250 watts to one 
kilowatt and to continue operation on 
the presently assigned frequency of 1580 
kilocycles, daytime only; 

It appearing, That both applicants are 
legally, technically, financially and 
otherwise qualified, except as may ap¬ 
pear from the issues specified below, to 
operate their proposed stations, but that 
the operation of Station WJVA as pro¬ 
posed would cause objectionable inter¬ 
ference to the proposed operation of 
Allegan County Broadcasters; that the 
proposed operation of Allegan County 
Broadcasters would cause objectionable 
interference to Station WFUR, Grand 
Rapids. Michigan (1570 kc, 1 kw. Day); 
that the interference which would be 
received by the Allegan County Broad¬ 
casters’ proposal from Station WFUR 
and from the proposed operation of 
WJVA may cause a loss in population 
which would be excessive under the pro¬ 
visions of § 3.28 (c) of the Commission’s 
rules; that the transmitter site proposed 
by Allegan County Broadcasters would 
not be satisfactory in that the operation 
from the site proposed would not pro¬ 
vide a minimum field intensity of 25 
mv/m over the business and factory 
areas of the City of Allegan in accord¬ 
ance with the requirement contained in 
§3.188 (b) (1); and that the proposed 
radiation of Station WJVA is in excess 
°f that specified in the bilateral agree¬ 
ment between Canada and the United 
States concerning daytime skywave in¬ 
terference on Canadian Class I-A Chan¬ 
nels; and 

It further appearing, that, pursuant 
w section 309 (b) of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934, as amended, the sub¬ 
ject applicants were advised by letter 
uated May 10, 1957, of the aforemen¬ 
tioned deficiencies and that the Com¬ 
mission was unable to conclude that a 
srant of either of the applications 
would be in the public interest; and 

It further appearing, that a timely 
^Ply was filed by each of the applicants; 
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It further appearing, that the licensee 
of Station WFUR, by letter of May 13, 
1957, expressed an intention of appear¬ 
ing at a hearing on the application of 
Allegan County Broadcasters; and 

It further appearing, that Allegan 
County Broadcasters filed an amend¬ 
ment on June 12, 1957, which included 
an exhibit showing that the operation 
from the site proposed would not provide 
a minimum field intensity of 25 mv/m 
over the business and factory areas of the 
City of Allegan and that, therefore, the 
proposal would not be in compliance 
with § 3.188 (b) (1) of the Commission’s 
rules; and 

It further appearing, the Allegan 
County Broadcasters’ amendment of 
June 12, 1957, contains data purporting 
to show that the loss in population which 
would be suffered due to interference 
from Station WFUR and the proposed 
operation of Station WJVA would not 
exceed 9.1 percent of the population 
within the proposed normally protected 
primary service area but that the Com¬ 
mission’s study indicates that popula¬ 
tion loss may be greater than estimated 
by the applicant; and 

It further appearing, that the Com¬ 
mission, after consideration of the above, 
is of the opinion that a hearing is neces¬ 
sary; 

It is ordered. That, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, the said applica¬ 
tions are designated for hearing in a con¬ 
solidated proceeding, at a time and place 
to be specified in a subsequent order, 
upon the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popula¬ 
tions which would receive primary serv¬ 
ice from the proposed operation of 
Allegan County Broadcasters and the 
availability of other primary service to 
such areas and populations. 

2. To determine the areas and popula¬ 
tions which may be expected to gain or 
lose primary service from the operation 
of Station WJVA as proposed and the 
availability of other primary service to 
such areas and populations. 

3. To determine whether the proposed 
operation of Allegan County Broadcast¬ 
ers would cause object ionable interfer¬ 
ence to Station WFUR, Grand Rapids, 
Michigan, or any other existing standard 
broadcast stations, and, if so, the 
nature and extent thereof, the areas and 
populations affected thereby, and the 
availability of other primary service to 
such areas and populations. 

4. To determine whether, because of 

interference which would be received 
from Station WFUR and from the pro¬ 
posed operation of Station WJVA, the 
proposed operation of Allegan County 
Broadcasters would comply with § 3.28 
(c) of the Commission’s rules; and if 
compliance with § 3.28 (c) is not 

achieved, whether circumstances exist 
which would warrant a waiver of said 
Section of the rules. 

5. To determine whether the trans¬ 
mitter site proposed by Allegan County 
Broadcasters would be satisfactory in 
accordance with the provisions of § 3.188 
(b) (1) of the Commission’s rules. 
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6. To determine, in the light of section 
307 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, which of the opera¬ 
tions proposed in the above-captioned 
applications would better provide a fair, 
efficient and equitable distribution of 
radio service. 

7. To determine in the light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced pursuant to the foregoing 
issues, which of the applications should 
be granted. 

8. To determine whether and to what 
degree the application of Booth Radio 
& Television Stations, Inc., is inconsistent 
with the proposed bilateral agreement 
between the United States and Canada 
described in the Public Notice <FCC 53- 
407) released April 13, 1953, in Docket 
No. 10453. 

It is further ordered , That the Furni¬ 
ture City Broadcasting Corporation, li¬ 
censee of Station WFUR, is made a party 
to the proceeding. 

It is further ordered , That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants and party respond¬ 
ent herein, pursuant to § 1.387 of the 
Commission’s rules, in person or by an 
attorney, shall within 20 days of the 
mailing of this Order, file with the Com¬ 
mission, in triplicate, a written appear¬ 
ance stating an intention to appear on 
the date fixed for the hearing and pre¬ 
sent evidence on the issues specified in 
this Order. 

It is further ordered, That, pursuant to 
§ 1.300 (e) and the note to § 3.28 (b) of 
the Commission’s rules, the hearing 
herein ordered shall be governed by the 
procedures established in § 1.300 (c). 

Released: August 8,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary . 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6621; Filed. Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:51 a. m.J 


(Docket Nos. 12130. 12131; FCC 57-877J 

Joe D. Carroll and Philip D. Jackson 

ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATIONS FOR CON¬ 
SOLIDATED HEARING OF STATED ISSUES 

In re applications of Joe D. Carroll, 
Klamath Falls. Oregon, Docket No. 12130, 
File No. BP-10668; Philip D. Jackson. 
Klamath Falls. Oregon, Docket No. 
12131, File No. BP-11269; for construc¬ 
tion permits. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C. on the 1st day of 
August 1957; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned applica¬ 
tions of Joe D. Carroll for a construction 
permit for a new standard broadcast 
station at Klamath Falls, Oregon to oper¬ 
ate on 960 kilocycles with a power of 1 
kilowatt, daytime only; and of Philip D. 
Jackson for a construction permit to 
change the facilities of Station KLAD, 
Klamath Falls, Oregon, from operation 
on 900 kilocycles with a power of 1 kilo¬ 
watt, daytime only, to operation on 960 
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kilocycles with a power of 5 kilowatts, 
daytime only; 

It appearing, that both applicants are 
legally, technically, financially, and 
otherwise qualified, except as may appear 
from the issues specified below, to 
construct and operate their respective 
proposals, but that operation of both sta¬ 
tions as proposed would result in mu¬ 
tually destructive interference; and 

It further appearing, that, pursuant to 
section 309 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the applicants 
were advised by letter dated June 19, 
1957, of the aforementioned deficiency 
and that the Commission was unable to 
conclude that a grant of either applica¬ 
tion would be in the public interest; and 

It further appearing, that a timely 
reply was filed by each applicant; and 

It further appearing, that, in his reply, 
filed on July 19, 1957, Philip D. Jackson 
requests an extension of 30 days within 
which to further reply and submit an 
amendment to reflect a proposed assign¬ 
ment of Station KLAD to another party, 
which assignment application is yet to 
be filed; but that we are of the opinion 
that insufficient grounds for such an ex¬ 
tension of time to reply has been shown 
and that the proper dispatch of our ad¬ 
ministrative duties requires our now 
designating the applications for hear¬ 
ing; and 

It further appearing, that, in view of 
the foregoing, we are of the opinion that 
a hearing on these applications is 
necessary; 

It is ordered , That, pursuant to section 
309 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the said applications 
are designated for hearing in a consoli¬ 
dated proceeding, at a time and place to 
be specified in a subsequent order, upon 
the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popula¬ 
tions which would receive primary service 
from the operation proposed by Joe D. 
Carroll, and the availability of other pri¬ 
mary service to such areas and popula¬ 
tions. 

2. To determine the areas and popula¬ 
tions which may be expected to gain or 
lose primary service from Philip D. Jack- 
son's proposed operation of Station 
KLAD, and the availability of other pri¬ 
mary service to such areas and popula¬ 
tions. 

3. To determine which of the opera¬ 
tions proposed in the above-captioned 
applications would better serve the pub¬ 
lic interest in the light of the evidence 
adduced under the foregoing issues and 
the record made with respect to the sig¬ 
nificant differences between the two ap¬ 
plicants as to: 

(a) The background and experience of 
each to own and operate his station as 
proposed. 

(b) The proposals of each with respect 
to the management and operation of his 
station as proposed. 

(c) The programming service pro¬ 
posed in each of the applications. 

4. To determine, in light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced pursuant to foregoing 
issues, which of the applications should 
be granted. 

It is further ordered , That the request 
of July 19,1957, by Philip D. Jackson for 


an extension of 30 days in which to fur¬ 
ther reply to the Commission's above- 
referenced letter is denied; 

It is further ordered. That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, Joe D. Carroll and Philip D. Jack- 
son. in person or by an attorney, shall, 
within 20 days of the mailing of this 
order, file with the Commission, in trip¬ 
licate, a written appearance stating an 
intention to appear on the date fixed for 
the hearing and present evidence on the 
issues specified in this order. 

Released: August 8, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal! Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary . 

[P. R. Doc. 57-6622; Piled, Aug. 12. 1957; 
8:52 a. m.j 


[Docket Nos. 12137, 12138; FCC 57-865J 

Community Television Project 

memorandum opinion and order desig¬ 
nating applications for consolidated 

HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In re Applications of Community Tele¬ 
vision Project, Globe-Miami, Arizona, 
Docket No. 12137, File No. BPTT-99; 
Community Television Project. Globe- 
Miami, Arizona, Docket No. 12138, File 
No. BPTT-100; for construction permits 
for new television broadcast translator 
stations. 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration <1) a “Protest, Request for 
Stay and Petition for Reconsideration" 
filed on July 8, 1957, pursuant to sections 
309 (c) and 405 of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, by Gila Broad¬ 
casting Company (protestant), licensee 
of Radio Station KWJB, Globe, Arizona 
(1240 kc, 250 w, U) and also an applicant 
for Television Channel 34 at Globe 
(BPCT-2301) and directed against the 
Commission's action of June 6, 1957, 
granting without hearing the above-en¬ 
titled applications of Community Tele¬ 
vision Project for construction permits 
for two new television broadcast trans¬ 
lator stations to serve Globe-Miami, 
Arizona; (2) “Opposition to Protest, Re¬ 
quest for Stay and Petition for Recon¬ 
sideration" filed by Community Televi¬ 
sion Project on July 25, 1957; and (3) 
Reply 1 * * * to such opposition filed by the 
protestant on July 29, 1957. 

2. The protestant claims standing as a 
“party in interest" and “person aggrieved 
or whose interests are adversely affected" 
within the meaning of sections 309 (c) 
and 405 of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, as the licensee of an 
existing standard broadcast station in a 
community where the grantee proposes 
to operate its translator stations and as 
an applicant for a television broadcast 
station to serve such community. Pro¬ 
testant alleges that if the television 
translator stations authorized for the 
Globe area are allowed to commence op¬ 


1 Protestant’s reply, in substance, consists 

of a general denial of the matters aUeged by 

Community Television Project in its opposi¬ 

tion. 


eration, its Radio Station KWJB at 
Globe will be in direct competition with 
them and will lose much of its present 
audience because the translator stations 
will rebroadcast the network programs 
televised by Phoenix stations. As a con¬ 
sequence, protestant asserts, the adver¬ 
tisers in Globe and elsewhere will not 
only reduce their advertising on KWJB, 
but will also be unwilling to pay present 
advertising rates, and KWJB will be 
economically injured because of a reduc¬ 
tion of its revenues. Furthermore, pro¬ 
testant asserts that the competition from 
these translator stations will force KWJB 
to reduce its service, and may finally 
force it off the air. 

3. In addition, protestant states that it 
is an applicant for a UHF television 
broadcast station (Channel 34) at Globe; 
that it is ready to invest over $75,000, to 
bring a first local television service to the 
Globe area; that in view of the small 
population,* the degree of risk to be taken 
in constructing the proposed television 
station in the “small market" is high; 
and. that the operation of two or three 
low-cost translator stations operating for 
a nominal amount and rebroadcasting 
the programs of all three networks would 
make it impossible to operate a local 
commercial television station at Globe. 
Therefore, protestant concludes, the 
public interest would suffer from the 
lack of a local television station and from 
possibly even the lack of a local radio 
station. 

4. In support of its petition for stay, 
protestant asserts, in effect, that the 
grants of the translator applications will 
be subject to the proposed rule in Docket 
No. 12006, which, if adopted, will require 
all translator stations to cease opera¬ 
tions once a local television station has 
commenced telecasting, thus resulting in 
the loss of several thousand dollars con¬ 
tributed by the public for construction 
of the translator stations after a lew 
months of reception therefrom; that 
should Radio Station KWJB, the only 
local outlet of community expression at 
Globe, be forced to reduce its service or 
cease broadcasting because of economic 
injury to it caused by the translator 
stations at Globe, the city of Globe and 
the neighboring city of Miami would be 
deprived of an important community 
service and their only source of rapid 
information and news; and, that con¬ 
struction of the translator stations under 
the present construction permits will 
preclude or significantly retard estab¬ 
lishment by petitioner of its proposed 
television broadcast station on Channel 
34 at Globe. 

5. In view of the foregoing, the pro¬ 
testant requests that the commission 
(1) stay the grant of the above-men¬ 
tioned translator applications; <2) 
grant a hearing in the form of an oral 
argument under section 309 (c) of the 
act to determine, under issues specified 
by protestant; whether the grant of the 
subject applications will serve the pub- 


* Protestant describes Globe, Arizona, w 
being located in the mountainous an 
sparsely populated south-central part of tn 
state near the Crook National Forest, witn » 
population of 6.419 according to the l* 5 
Census. 
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lie interest, convenience, and necessity; 
(3) make the protestant a party to said 
hearing and adopt the issues specified 
by the protestant as its own, together 
with such other issues as the Commission 
may deem appropriate; and (4) after 
oral argument, reconsider the grant of 
the subject applications and either deny 
them or impose a condition that the 
translator stations shall cease operating 
upon commencement of operation of the 
proposed regular television station of 
protestant. The protestant requests that 
oral argument be held upon the follow¬ 
ing specified issues > 

1. Is it in the public interest to grant 
translator applications for Globe, Ari¬ 
zona, when an application is pending 
before the Commission for a commercial 
television station in the same city and 
area? 

2. Will the granting of the translator 
applications for Globe, Arizona, signifi¬ 
cantly retard the development or pre¬ 
clude the establishment of a commercial 
television station for Globe? 

3. Would it be in the public interest 
to require Community Television Project 
to accept, as a condition to its construc¬ 
tion permits or licenses, a proviso to the 
effect that at such time as Gila Broad¬ 
casting Company commences commer¬ 
cial television operations at Globe, Ari¬ 
zona. Community Television Project will 
cease the operation of translator stations 
K77AD and K80AE? 

4. Whether in view of the answers to 
the foregoing issues, the grant of the ap¬ 
plications of Community Television Proj¬ 
ect should remain in effect, or. if such 
grants should remain in effect, what con¬ 
ditions, if any, should be placed on them. 

6. On July 25, 1957, Community Tele¬ 
vision Project filed an “Opposition to 
'Gila's) Protest, Request for Stay and 
Petition for Reconsideration”. Ih sup¬ 
port of its opposition, Community as¬ 
serts. in effect, that the Commission has 
already ruled adversely on the merits of 
ths substance of protestant’s arguments, 
which were set forth in a letter of May 
20. 1957, advancing Gila’s objections to 
these grants; that the grants of the 
translator applications in question were 
in the public interest because, among 
other reasons, in the Globe-Miami area 
of Arizona translators are the most expe¬ 
ditious means of bringing television and 
a variety of programs to all the people 
who have been figuratively starved from 
almost a total lack of television viewing; 
that grants of the subject translator ap¬ 
plications will not preclude or signifi¬ 
cantly delay the establishment of a 
conventional television station in the 
area, but rather may well hasten the day 
when such local outlet can be financed 
by stimulating advertising and audience 
interest in developing a local outlet; that 
it is obvious from protestant’s own state¬ 
ments that a local outlet cannot be 
financed at present, and would in any 
event lessen the revenue of its radio sta¬ 
tion; that the translator stations will 
onng better television service to the area 
than the one presently obtainable from a 
oaole system formed a few years ago by 
employees of protestant and a few other 
Persons and which provides a “very often 


defectve” picture; and, that the protest 
should fail for lack of any specific allega¬ 
tions of fact and because it is an attempt 
to argue matters which the Commission 
has under consideration in Docket No. 
12006 concerning the effect of trans¬ 
lators on the present or proposed opera¬ 
tion of a regular local television broad¬ 
cast station. 

7. Community also urges that if the 
Commission does consider the protest 
sufficient, it should afford only an oral 
argument thereon and should include 
additional issues specified by Community 
which are directed to whether Gila’s 
pending television application is a sub¬ 
terfuge to forestall authorization and 
construction of the translator stations. 
In addition, Community requests that, 
in any event, the Commission should 
deny the request of protestant for a stay 
because of public interest considerations 
which include the fact that the public 
will shortly receive a much needed first 
television service in the Globe-Miami 
area upon completion of the proposed 
translator stations there. 

8. In view of the fact that the pro¬ 
testant is the licensee of Radio Station 
KWJB in Globe, Arizona, and has alleged 
that as a result of the grant of the above- 
captioned applications it will face in¬ 
creased competition for audience with a 
consequent reduction in local and other 
advertising revenue and will thus suffer 
economic injury, we find the protestant 
to be a “party in interest” within the 
meaning of section 309 (c) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended, 
and a “person aggrieved or whose inter¬ 
ests are adversely affected” within the 
meaning of Section 405 of said Act. 
Federal Communications Commission v. 
Sanders Brothers Radio Station, 309 U. S. 
470; In re T. E. Allen & Sons, Inc., 9 
Pike & Fischer RR 197; Versluis Radio 
and Television, Inc., 9 Pike & Fischer RR 
102. However, we find that protestant’s 
status as a mere applicant for a con¬ 
struction permit for a Globe television 
broadcast station does not confer stand¬ 
ing upon it under either section, 309 (c) 
or section 405 to challenge the grants in 
question. Mansfield Journal Co. v. 
F. C. C.. 840 U. S. App. D. C. 341. 173 
F 2d 646. We further find that the pro¬ 
testant has specified with sufficient par¬ 
ticularity the facts relied upon to war¬ 
rant designating the instant applications 
for hearing. Accordingly, as requested 
by protestant. the Commission is des¬ 
ignating the application for oral argu¬ 
ment on the issues framed by the 
protestant. 

9. The protestant has requested that 
the Commission stay the grants of the 
aforementioned translator applications 
of Community Television Project. Sec¬ 
tion 309 (c) provides in pertinent part 
that “• • • the effective date of the 
Commission’s action shall be postponed 
unless the Commission affirmatively finds 
for reasons set forth in the decision that 
the public interest requires that the 
grant remain in effect, in which event 
the Commission shall authorize the ap¬ 
plicant to utilize the facilities or authori¬ 
zation in question pending the Commis¬ 
sion’s decision after hearing.” In 


amending section 309 (c), the Congress 
indicated that the Commission in exer¬ 
cising its discretion should consider two 
factors—the need for the new service and 
the likelihood that the grant in question 
would ultimately have to be set aside. 

10. We are of the view that there is 
need for the new service proposed by the 
permittee. As protestant has pointed 
out. Globe, Arizona, is located in the 
mountainous south central part of Ari¬ 
zona near the Crook National Forest 
and the Globe area presently enjoys no 
local television broadcast service. The 
translator stations authorized, would re¬ 
broadcast the programs televised by two 
Phoenix stations and thus provide the 
Globe area with its first television broad¬ 
cast service. In view of these considera¬ 
tions, it appears that the proposed opera¬ 
tions afford an expeditious means of 
fulfilling the obvious need for a iirst tele¬ 
vision service available to the general 
public in the Globe area. 

11. We have, as required by revised 
section 309 (c), balanced this significant 
need of the Globe area for the television 
service proposed by the permittee against 
the likelihood that the grants in ques¬ 
tion will have to be set aside after the 
hearing herein ordered. While, of 
course, we cannot state what our con¬ 
clusions will be in the light of the hear¬ 
ing record, we do not believe on the 
basis of its pleading, that protestant has 
made a prima facie case that the grants 
may not be in the public interest. In 
addition, we believe that where no regu¬ 
lar television broadcast service is avail¬ 
able to the general public, there exists a 
demonstrable need for the introduction 
of such service with the expedition af¬ 
forded by utilizing the proposed trans¬ 
lators. 

12. In light of the foregoing, we affirm¬ 
atively find that the public interest re¬ 
quires that the grants remain in effect, 
and accordingly, the effective date of the 
Commission’s action here in question will 
not be postponed to the effective date 
of the Commission’s decision in the hear¬ 
ing ordered hereinafter. 

13. We do not believe that the addi¬ 
tional issues specified by Community for 
consideration on oral argument and 
which seek to question the motives of 
Gila in pursuing its pending application 
for a television broadcast station, are 
relevant to the matters on which the 
protestant seeks a determination by us. 
We note too that Community’s requested 
issues raise factual questions which could 
only be resolved after a full evidentiary 
hearing which both the protestant and 
Community apparently do not desire. 
Accordingly, we are denying Com¬ 
munity’s request for inclusion* of its 
issues in the oral argument. 

14. In view of the foregoing; It is or¬ 
dered, That the subject Protest and 
Petition for Reconsideration is granted 
to the extent provided for below and is 
denied in all other respects; that Com¬ 
munity Television Project’s request for 
inclusion of additional issuc% is denied; 
and that, pursuant to section 309 (c) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, oral argument be held before 
the Commission, en banc, commencing 
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NOTICES 


at 10:00 a. m. on September 23, 1957, to 
determine whether the matters raised by 
the issues specified by the protestant, as¬ 
suming the facts in support of such 
issues to be true, are grounds for setting 
aside the grant in question. 

It is further ordered, That Community 
Television Project and the Chief of the 
Broadcast Bureau are hereby made 
parties to the proceeding, and that, 

1. The parties intending to participate 
in the oral argument shall file, pursuant 
to § 1.387 of the Commission’s rules, in 
person or by attorney, within 20 days of 
the mailing of this Order, a written ap¬ 
pearance stating an intention to appear 
on the date fixed for oral argument; 

2. The parties to the proceeding shall 
have until September 16, 1957, to file 
briefs or memoranda of law. 

Adopted: August 1, 1957. 

Released: August 8,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-6623: Filed. Aug. 12. 1957; 
8 :52 a. m.j 


[FCC 57-936J 

Statement of Organization, Delegations 

of Authority and Other Information 

miscellaneous amendments 

In the matter of reorganization of the 
Mail and Files Division of the Office of 
the Secretary, Abolishment of the Mes¬ 
senger Division, and Amendment of the 
Commission’s Statement of Organization, 
Delegations of Authority and Other In¬ 
formation. 

Pursuant to section 5 (a) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended and 
paragraph B (5) of Administrative Order 
No. 11: It is ordered , That, effective 
August 7,1957: 

A. The Messenger Division of the Office 
of the Secretary is hereby abolished; 

B. The functions and personnel of the 
Messenger Division are transferred to the 
Mail and Files Division of the Office of 
the Secretary; 

C. Paragraph (g) of section 0.132 of 
the Statement of Organization, Delega¬ 
tions of Authority and Other Informa¬ 
tion is deleted; and 

D. Section 0.138 is amended to read as 
follows: 

Sec. 0.138 Mail and Files Division . 
This Division receives and records in¬ 
coming and outgoing Commission mail, 
maintains central correspondence files, 
and operates an intra-agency messenger 
service. 

Dated: August 6,1957. 

Released : August 7,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

Tseal] John C. Doerfer, 

Chairman. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6624; Filed. Aug. 12. 1957; 
8:52 a. m.J 


TARIFF COMMISSION 

[Investigation No. 19] 

Dates 

INVESTIGATION INSTITUTED AND HEARING 
SET 

Institution of investigation. By direc¬ 
tion of the President, dated August 7, 
1957, the United States Tariff Commis¬ 
sion on the 7th day of August 1957 in¬ 
stituted, and hereby gives notice of, an 
investigation under section 22 of the Ag¬ 
ricultural Adjustment Act, as amended, 
and Executive Order No. 7233 of Novem¬ 
ber 23, 1935, for the purpose of deter¬ 
mining whether dates are being or are 
practically certain to be imported into 
the United States under such conditions 
and in such quantities as to render or 
tend to render ineffective, or materially 
interfere with, programs of the United 
States Department of Agriculture with 
respect to dates, including the Federal 
Date Marketing Order program and the 
Department’s program for the diversion 
of dates to new uses or to reduce sub¬ 
stantial the amount of products proc¬ 
essed in the United States from domestic 
dates with respect to which such pro¬ 
grams are being undertaken. 

Hearing . A public hearing in this in- * 
vestigation will be held in the Tariff 
Commission Hearing Room, Tariff Com¬ 
mission Building, Eighth and E Streets 
NW., Washington, D. C., beginning at 
10 a. m., e. d. s. t., on September 10, 1957. 
All parties interested will be given op¬ 
portunity to be present, to produce evi¬ 
dence, and to be heard. 

Request to appear . Interested parties 
desiring to appeal- at the public hearing 
should notify the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission, in writing, at its Offices in 
Washington, D. C., at least three days 
in advance of the date set for the 
hearing. 

Issued: August 8, 1957. 

By order of the Commission. 

[seal] Donn N. Bent, 

• Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6602; Filed, Aug. 12. 1957; 

8:48 a. m.) 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Office of Alien Property 

Giacomo and Domenico Guerrini 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant to section 32 (f) of the Trad¬ 
ing With the Enemy Act, as amended, 
notice is hereby given of intention to re¬ 
turn, on or after 30 days from the date 
of publication hereof, the following prop¬ 
erty, subject to any increase or decrease 
resulting from the administration 
thereof prior to return, and after ade¬ 
quate provision for taxes and conserva¬ 
tory expenses: 

Claimant, Claim No., Property, and Location 

Giacomo and Domenico Guerrini, Province 
Allesandria. Italy; Claim Nos. 45737 and 
45738; Vesting Order No. 339; $1,475.77 in 
the Treasury of the United States. 


Executed at Washington, D. C., on 
August 7, 1957. 

For the Attorney General. 

[seal] Paul V. Myron, 

Deputy Director , 
Office of Alien Property . 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6603; Filed, Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:48 a. m.j 


LANDWIRTSCHAFTSHAMMER FUER KAERNTEN 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant to section 32 (f) of the 
Trading With the Enemy Act, as 
amended, notice is hereby given of in¬ 
tention to return, on or after 30 days 
from the date of publication hereof, the 
following property, subject to any in¬ 
crease or decrease resulting from the 
administration thereof prior to return, 
and after adequate provision for taxes 
and conservatory expenses: 

Claimant, Claim No., Property, and Location 

Landwirtschaftskammer fuer Kaernten 
(Chamber of Agriculture for Carinthla), 
Klagenfurt. Kaernten, Austria; Claim No. 
44982; Vesting Order No. 3137; all right, title, 
interest and claim of any kind or character 
whatsoever of Landes Kuesurrat in Klagen¬ 
furt. a/k/a Landeskulturrat fuer Kaernten in 
and to the trust established under the will of 
Joseph Kucher, deceased, this property being 
In the process of administration by the Chase 
National Bank of the City of New York, 
Trustee, acting under the judicial supervision 
of the Bergen County Orphans’ Court of 
Hackensack, New Jersey. 

Executed at Washington, D. C., on 
August 7, 1957. 

For the Attorney General. 

[seal] Paul V. Myron, 

Deputy Director, 
Office of Alien Property. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-6604: Filed, Aug. 12. 1957; 
8:48 a. m.j 


Hilda Fronczek 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant to section 32 (f) of the Trad¬ 
ing With the Enemy Act, as amended, 
notice is hereby given of intention to re¬ 
turn, on or after 30 days from the date 
of publication hereof, the following prop¬ 
erty, subject to any increase or decrease 
resulting from the administration thereof 
prior to return, and after adequate pro¬ 
vision for taxes and conservatory 
expenses: 

Claimant, Claim No., Property, and Location 

Hilda Fronczek, 16 Jaeckelstrasse, Erlangen, 
Germany: Claim No. 42323; Vesting Order No. 
2492; $412.31 In the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Executed at Washington, D. C., on 
August 7, 1957. 

For the Attorney General. 

[seal] Paul V. Myron, 

Deputy Director, 
Office of Alien Property . 
[F. R. Doc. 57-6605; FUed, Aug. 12, 1957; 
8:48 a. m.j 











